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CURRENT TOPICS. 


*Tue uNEXxPEcTED DEATH of Mr. Baron Pigott, which 
pcurred last Wednesday, will be deeply regretted by all, 
ad he will be long remembered by those who have 
yatched his judicial career as an upright and high- 
tinded judge. No one would claim for him a place 
mong distinguished lawyers ; his merit was of a different 
ind. Without any extensive legal acquirements, and 
thout either the breadth or the subtlety of mind which 
istinguish the high legal intellect, he brought to his 
work excellent common sense, a most conspicuous honesty 
f purpose, and painstaking and conscientious industry. 
fhe want of the former qualities would have prevented 
fim from ever shining in banc, but his success in pre- 
iding at Nisi Prius is a singular proof how far the latter 
alities will go, and how safely they will guide a man 
the discharge of one of the most arduous 
ind important of judicial duties. That success 
s not brilliant, but substantial—and it was this, 
hat every one who appeared before him was treated with 
courtesy and consideration, and every argument was 
istened to with patience and candour; that every suitor 
elt at the termination of his cause that the matter had 
een fairly tried out, and that no short cut had been 
en to a quick conclusion; that the substantial merits 
every case were so carefully sought out and investi- 
ated that the real question between the parties was 
letermined by the issue; that from this cause verdicts 
btained before him were singularly little disturbed 
ulterior proceedings, and that when questions of 
law were reserved for decision they were clear, plain, and 
inmistakable. This is no mean praise; noris it aslight 
estimony to his worth that the dissatisfaction which was 
hot unjustly felt at his appointment, had long since given 
lace to a sincere and general feeling of confidence and 
espect. Greater lawyers may easily be named; but it 
not be easy to find a more upright or more useful 
udge, or one of whom all will so emphatically say that 
he was a justand a good man. 





Ir WILt BE REMEMBERED that last session the Lord 
Chancellor announced his intention to take steps to 
effect a consolidation of the statute law of the present 

gn. A parliamentary paper just issued shows the 
progress which has been made in this important under- 
taking. The first step was a conference of the Lord 

hancellor with the Statute Law Revision Committee, 
the result of which was that the committee laid before 
his lordship a memorandum on the subject of consolida- 
tion, in which, for the purposes of the scheme, they 
@ivided the statutes into four classes. The first com- 
prised Acts in which amending enactments could be in- 
serted with little or no alteration of the framework of 
the original Acts. The second class included depart. 
Mental Acts which raised no question of law, but re- 
Quired to be wholly or partially re-drawn. The com- 
Mittee stated that they were prepared to undertake 





the consolidation of the statutes falling within each of 
these classes. The next group included statutes which 
raised no political questions, but required re-construc- 
tion and amendment on a new (or partially new) basis. 
These, the committee thought, should be dealt with 
under the superintendence of the minister responsible 
for settling their provisions and passing them through 
Parliament. The last class comprised Acts involving 
grave legal or political questions, which, in the opinion 
of the committee, could only be dealt with gradually and 
independently of any scheme for systematic consolida- 
tion. On receipt of this memorandum, the Lord Chan- 
cellor obtained the sanction of the Treasury to the 
expenditure of the necessary sum for legal assistance to 
the committee, who thereupon requested Mr. Rickards, 
counsel to the Speaker, to prepare a report on the statutes 
comprised within the first of the above-mentioned classes. 
Mr. Rickards accordingly, in a schedule appended to an 
elaborate report, furnished the committee with a list of 
more than one hundred subjects of statutes to which, in 
his opinion, it would be desirable to apply the process of 
consolidation. From these the committee have selected 
ten groups, falling within the first of the classes men- 
tioned above, and including the statutes relating to leases 
and sales of settled estates, naturalization, the Trustee 
Relief Acts, and the Trustee Acts. On each of these ten 
subjects a consolidating Bill is to be introduced, and it 
has been arranged that each of the members of the com- 
mittee shall take charge of one of these groups and super- 
intend the preparation of the consolidating Bill before it 
is presented to the committee for revision. Then the 
question arises, how shall the Bills, when prepared, be 
passed through Parliament? As to this Mr. Rickards, in 
his report, suggests that all the consolidations for one 
session (at least of subjects of the first class) should be 
embodied in one Bill, divided into as many parts as 
there are subjects to be consolidated. The Bill, he thinks, 
might be carried in this shape through the first House to 
its second reading in the second House, and then in com- 
mittee might be split up into as many Bills as there were 
previously parts, and each part might then be read sepa- 
rately a third time and passed as a distinct Act; it being 
competent to either House, during the progress of the 
measure, to strike out a whole part, as clauses of a Bill 
are struck out at present. The suggestion is ingenious, 
and if an official certificate can be given that no substan- 
tial change is made in the law by each Bill, it might pos- 
sibly work ; but one does not see why, if such a certifi- 
cate is given, the separate Bills might not be passed with 
almost equalease. The difficulty will no doubt materially 
increase with the advance of the committee in their 
work, when they have cleared away the subjects 
which stand out in comparative isolation, and when 
they approach others which extend into many distinct 
branches of law, and especially when they come 
to deal with departments eager to introduce important 
amendments into the Acts to be consolidated. Still the 
quiet, prompt, and business-like manner in which the 
process of consolidation has been set on foot affords an 
augury of success, and presents a refreshing contrast to 
the proceedings of a Digest of Law Commission which sat 
some years ago, 





In a casE recently before the Court of Common Pleas 
a motion was made to set aside a verdict for £500 
damages given in an action brought by an infant, through 
her next friend, for personal injuries, on the ground that 
the damages were excessive. The court refused a rule, 
the injury being one of a serious character. Allusion 
was made in the course of the argument to what seems 
to be a serious defect in the law, viz., the absence of 
any provision sufficiently guaranteeing the proper ap- 
plication of the damages for the benefit of the child. 
Mr. Justice Brett suggested that on payment of a small 
sum into court any person might ensure the child’s being 
made a wardin Chancery. This is no doubt true, but 
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the difficulty is that there may be no person sufficiently 
interested in taking this step. If the child be of tender 
age, and the sum get into the hands of needy parents, 
one can easily conceive that the security for its being 
properly dealt with would be very inadequate. No 
doubt any misapplication of the sum might be 
made the subject of subsequent proceedings in 
equity, but in the case of persons in the lower ranks 
of society it would frequently happen during the 
child’s infancy that no one would be forthcoming to take 
such proceedings, and when the infant had arrived 
at full age and was competent to take proceedings on 
his own behalf, they would, considering the status of the 
parties, be of little or no use. It seems to us that the 
court in which the damages are recovered ought to have 
a discretionary power to direct the payment of the 
money into the Court of Chancery, or the county 
court, to the credit of the infant. The experience 
of those who have to deal with the question of com- 
pulsory education shows only too plainly that parents 
in humble circumstances cannot always be trusted to do 
what is most for the interest of their children when it 
clashes with their own interest or necessities. The 
prochein ami is regarded in some of the cases as an 
officer of the court appointed pro re natd, but, unlike 
the case of a regular officer of the court, there is no per- 
manent security afforded against him by reason of the 
court having control over him in a professional character. 
Even assuming that the common law court could have 
any jurisdiction over the prochein ami after the action 
was concluded and the damages paid over, it is obvious 
that there is no proper machinery to make that control 
effectual. 





TowAkDs THE cLosE of the last century an Act was 
passed with a view of suppressing certain debating 
societies then existing, which were considered dangerous 
as tending to propagate doctrines hostile to the interests 
of religion. Section 1 of the Act provides “ that any 
house, room, or other place which shall be opened or 
used for public entertainment or amusement, or for pub- 
licly debating on any subject whatsoever, upon any part 
of the Lord’s-day, called Sunday, and to which persons 
shall be admitted by the payment of money or by tickets 
sold for money, shall be deemed a disorderly house or 
place; and the keeper of such house, room, or place, 
shall forfeit the sum of £200 for every day that such 
house, room, or place shall be opened or used as afore- 
said on the Lord’s-day to such person as will sue for the 
same, and be otherwise punishable as the law directs in 
cases of disorderly houses.” Other penalties can also be 
recovered from the manager, conductor, or chairman of 
debate, the doorkeeper, servant, or money-taker, and 
even from every person advertising any such public 
entertainment or meeting. A few years ago this pro- 
vision was disinterred for the purpose of suppressing 
the efforts of the so-called “Recreative Religion- 
ists,” but the court held that the meetings or- 
ganized by that association were not entertainments 
or amusements within the words of the statute 
(Bacter v. Langley, 17 W. R. 254, L. R. 4 C. P. 21). 
On Tuesday last the ancient weapon was again dug up 
to compel the closing of the Brighton Aquarium on 
Sundays; and this time with greater effect. The court 
very reluctantly held that they were bound by the terms 
of the statute to give judgment for the plaintiff. We 
do not doubt that in both these cases the law was set in 
motion by persons actuated by religious motives ; but it 
is worth while to point out that, if this Act is to remain 
in the statute-book, it will be necessary to take some 
precaution against the abuse of its very stringent pro- 
visions. The penalties are given to “such person as 
will sue for the same”; that is to say, to any common 
informer who can raise money enough to carry on a 
speculative action. Since the abolition of imprisonment 
for debt by 32 & 33 Vict. c. 62, s. 4, the risk which the 





plaintiff in such a case runs is considerably diminished, ° 
Moreover, he will not be compelled to give security for 
costs, though he may be a pauper: (see Gregory y 
Elridge, 2 C. & M. 336). 





WE MAY conGRATULATE the country on the circum. 
stance that the frivolous and empty charges brought by 
Dr. Kenealy against the judges in the Tichborne case 
afforded the first opportunity in this generation 
for asking Parliament to interfere for the removal 
of English judges. Not that even now any attempt 
has been made to carry out the provisions of 
the statute of Will. 3. There was no such prima 
Jacie case as would have enabled Dr. Kenealy, with the 
slightest chance of success, to ask the House of Commons 
to addyess the Crown, and, indeed, he expressly declined 
on that occasion to assume the character of an accuser 
of the judges. He confined himself to asking 
for the appointment of a Royal Commission by which 
the whole matter might be re-tried, and the agitation, 
by which the country has so long been vexed, be left 
still fermenting. No one could expect that so wide 
and wandering an inquiry as was asked for by the terms 
of the motion should have been granted; but that Dr. 
Kenealy has not dared to make it more explicit amounts 
to a practical admission by him that he has no charges 
of any import or seriousness to make. We cannot think 
that it would answer any good end to notice at length a 
matter on which every intelligent person has long since 
formed an opinion, and which has become utterly weari- 
some by the incessant repetition of idle accusations mixed 
with irrelevant and reckless slander. But we must add 
that we despair of ever seeing the hubbub stilled so long 
as every person whose name is connected with some 
ridiculous and incredible story thinks it necessary to 
justify himself before the world. 





WE ARE VERY GLAD to see that the Court of Common 
Pleas are continuing this term the arrangement by which 
the new trial paper is taken alone on Wednesdays and 
after unopposed motions on Fridays. This, the Chief 
Justice stated, is done by way of an jattempt to re- 
medy the almost intolerable hardship caused by the 
taking of motions on every new trial paper day. The 
result of the old system was, as we have frequently taken 
occasion to point out, that counsel engaged in the new 
trial paper were kept in attendance day after day in 
complete uncertainty as to when their cases might be 
reached, owing to the difficulty of ascertaining the time 
the motions which might be brought on would take. 
The relief thus afforded is very partial, and there has 
hardly yet been time to test the amount of advantage 
that will be gained; but we have no doubt of the pro- 
priety of the step the court have taken. 





Lorp Hartineron has given notice of three resolutions 
by which he proposes to place on a rational footing the 
relations of the House of Commons to the press, and 
through the press to the public. We print these resolu- 
tions below; they appear to form a satisfactory solution 
of the difficulty occasioned by the series of ill-judged pro- 
ceedings which have recently occurred, and we trust they 
will be sanctioned by a unanimous vote. 

‘¢1, That this House will not entertain any complaint in 
respect of the publication of the debates or proceedings of 
the House, or of any committee thereof, except when any 
such debates or proceedings shall be conducted with closed 
doors, or when such publication shall have been expressly 
prohibited by the House or by the committee, or in case of 
wilfal misrepr tation or other offence in relation to 
such publication. 

“2, That strangers shall not be directed to withdraw 
upon notice being taken of their presence, but if occasion 
shall arise for repressing or preventing disorder, Mr. 
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Speaker may direct their exclusion from any part of the 
House. 

“3, That, as provided for in the previous order, 
strangers shall not be directed to withdraw during any de- 
pate, except upon a resolution of the House, of which notice 
ghall have been given, and which shall be agreed to with- 
out amendment or debate.” 








CURRENT MISAPPREHENSIONS AS TO THE 
NEW COURT OF APPEAL. 


A coop deal of misapprehension appears to exist with 
reference to the Court of Appeal proposed by the Judica- 
ture Bill now in progress, and some of the comments 
made upon this subject, not only in the public pres, but 
in the House of Lords itself, seem to us to involve an en- 
tire misunderstanding of the Bill. We have already given 
at some length (ante p. 450) our reasons for coming to the 
conclusion that the practical strength of the court will 
be the five ordinary members, with the assistance of the 
Lord Chancellor during the three winter months, and we 
have shown that this will not be enough to get satis. 
factorily through the work of the court, and that the 
regular attendance of another judge at least would be 
requisite. The Lord Chancellor, we perceive, reckons on 
obtaining this extra attendance by contribution from the 
ex officio judges, who will, he expects, be able to devote 
six weeks each per annum to the sittings of the Court 
of Appeal: we are, however, inclined to agree with Lord 
Selborne that this is much too high an estimate of 
their powers of attendance, and that practically they 
will be unable to give any regular assistance at all. 
Notwithstanding the Lord Chancellor's explanation, 
therefore, we are still convinced that the court will not 
be sufficiently numerous for the work it is to dispose of. 

The 7Z'imes, on the other hand, in its leading article of 
yesterday’s date, seems to assume that the court will 
practically have the use of three judges only, namely, the 
Lords Justices of Appeal in Chancery and the new judge, 
whoever he may be; on the ground that the salaried 
members of the Judicial Committee will still be wanted for 
the appeals there, the ex officio judges will be unavailable, 
and the services of the Lord Chancellor intermittent. 
As this idea, however, springs from an obvious mistake as 
to the intended sittings of the Judicial Committee, we are 
not so much appalled by it as we should be if we 
thought it rested on any foundation. 

The Lord Chancellor, again, appears to be the victim of 
another, and unaccountable hallucination. For some in- 
scrutable reason, he seems to think that, unless express 
provision be made for the purpose, the Lords Justices 
would, after the commencement of the Act, become 
incapable of sitting in the Judicial Committee, and 
he has accordingly amended the Bill by providing, in 


_ ¢lause 4, that ‘“‘One or more of the Lords Justices 


ofAppeal shall, as far as may be necessary, and as 
far as the state of business in the Court of Appeal may 
admit, attend the sittings of the Judicial Committee.” 
As the existing Lords Justices and their successors are 
already members of the Judicial Committee, this cannot 
be required to enable them to sit there, and the proviso, 
if it means anything, comes merely to this, that the new 
Lord Justice of Appeal is to be a member of that Com- 
mittee. It may, however, be taken as illustrating Lord 
Cairns’s idea (which we believe to be wholly mistaken) 
that the judges of the Court of Appeal will have time to 
spare. 

‘The proposal, however, seems to have caused 
the most ludicrous misapprehension in the mind 
of Lord Coleridge. To judge from his protest in 
the House of Lords he would seem to fancy that 
it is designed to devote Lords Justices James and 
Mellish permanently to the work of the Judicial Com- 
mittee, and to throw the working of the new Court of 
Appeal into the hands of the present salaried members 
of the Committee and the proposed new judge, and he 





very properly protests against this course as most inju- 
diciously weakening the Court of Appeal. But, pace 
tanti viri, all this is moonshine, as a very cursory con- 
sideration of what the Bill really proposes will show. 
The intended court, though unfortunately deficient in 
judicial force, will not be so helplessly incompetent as is 
suggested. 

The Judicial Committee, as originally constituted, 
consisted wholly of ex officio and retired judges, 
and the four salaried members were only added a few 
years ago, on account of the great arrears in the business 
then pending before the Committee. It appears from 
the returns that the arrears have now been completely 
got under, and it does not seem unfair to cal- 
culate that if, with the aid of the four salaried 
judges, all that mass of arrears could be. disposed of, 
as well as the current appeals, in four years, the 
ordinary members of the Committee, with the help of 
two of these judges, would be able to keep pace with 
the incoming appeals, so as to leave the other two judges 
free for any other appropriate work. To continue the 
attendance of all four at the Judicial Committee (par- 
ticularly now when the Admiralty appeals are no longer 
to go there) would merely be to release altogether from 
attendance the retired judges, who were originally in- 
tended to do all the work of the Committee. When, 
therefore, it is proposed to take two of the salaried 
judges for the Court of Appeal, the work of the Judicial 
Committee is meant no longer to depend upon these 
judges at all, and it is thought that the ex-judges who 
are members—and who have latterly almost  dis- 
continued their attendance — can be depended upon 
to give what assistance may be necessary to the 
remaining two. As there are eight of these ex- 
judges now available, besides the ex-Chancellors and 
Lord Penzance, this does not seem an unreasonable 
expectation. This disposes, we think, entirely of the 
odd idea of the J'imes, that the two salaried judges were 
only to give their spare time to the Court of Appeal, an 
idea which could not have arisen had it been kept in 
mind that the salaried judges are not “ the Committee,” 
but only a modern addition to it for a temporary pur- 
pose, now accomplished. 

The wording of the proviso which caused so much 
anxiety to Lord Coleridge flows necessarily from the 
provision of the Act of 1873 and of the present 
Bill, whereby the ordinary judges of the new 
Court of Appeal are to be styled “Lords Justices 
of Appeal.” Bearing this in mind, we see that the pro. 
viso applies, not to the present Lords Justices of Appeal 
in Chancery merely (as to whom it would be absolutely in- 
operative), but to all the ordinary judges of the proposed 
Courtof Appeal; and further, that it by no means contem- 
plates the removal of either of the existing Lords Justices 
from that court, but merely—if it has any operation at 
all—provides that the proposed new judge and his suc- 
cessors shall be in the same position with respect to the 
Judicial Committee as the present Lords Justices and 
their successors are by law already. That the proviso is 
unnecessary and will be nugatory we have given our 
reasons for believing; but however this may be, it cer- 
tainly need not give rise to any alarm or apprehension 
such as seems to have disturbed Lord Coleridge’s peace 
of mind. 








THE MEASURE OF DAMAGES. 


In Horne v. Midland Railway Company (21 W. R. 481, 
L. R. 8 C. P. 131) the question, what kind of notice will 
make a carrier liable for special damage caused by his 
delay, was much discussed; but nothing was decided, 
except that notice to the carrier by the sender that if the 
goods were not delivered by such a day they would be 
thrown on his hands, was not sufficient to impose on the 
carrier liability for the loss of a special contract, the 
terms of which were not communicated to him. That 
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case, therefore, was rather important as a stepping-stone 
than as itself the settlement of any principle. It 
amounted, however, to this, that in order to fix a carrier 
with liability for special damages, the communication 
must not merely be one which will give him notice of 
the existence of a special contract, and will, asJuush, J., 
said, “‘ throw upon him the duty of inquiring”’ what the 
consequences of non-delivery would be, but must be 
such as will give him distinct notice of those conse- 
quences, so as to present clearly to his mind what he 
may be called upon to answer for. What remained 
undecided was, whether there must be some- 
thing amounting to an “express contract”? by the 
carrier to accept this responsibility, and that point re- 
mains undecided still; though the strict, and very rea- 
sonably strict, view taken in Horne’s case of what kind 
of notice will be sufficient, if mere notice is sufficient, 
reduces the region of doubt within comparatively narrow 
limits. 

The reason why it became unnecessary to decide 
the same question in Elbinger <Actien Gesellschaft v. 
Armstrong (23 W. R. 127, L. R. 9 Q. B. 473), where 
it was again raised, was that the court found themselves 
able to determine the matter upon another point. The 
action was there, not against a carrier, but against a 
manufacturer; but the same principles apply. It was 
brought to recover damages for breach of a contract to 
supply the plaintiffs with wheels and axles for waggons ; 
notice had been given to the defendant that the plaintiffs 
were under penalties to deliver the waggons in time, but 
neither the amount of the penalties nor the precise day 
when they would begin to run (a day, of course, subse- 
quent to that stipulated with thedefendant) wasmentioned. 
In fact, penalties were incurred through the defendant's 
neglect to deliver. On the principleof Horne’s case it 
would seem that such a notice could not per se and of 
course make the defendant liable for the penalties ; but by 
another route the defendant found himeelf fixed with 
precisely the amount of penalties paid by the plaintiffs. 
The damages claimed by the plaintiffs were these 
penalties ; but the defendant contended that, as no other 
damage was proved, damages should be nominal. As 
to the latter contention, the court said, adopting the 
ordinary measure of damages, “ At all events the plain- 
tiffs were entitled to recover at a rate per day equal to 
whatever the jury should find to be reasonable compen- 
sation for the loss of the use of the waggons. (See Cory 
v. Thames Ironworks Company, L. R. 3 Q. B. 181). We 
think therefore it would have been a misdirection if the 
jury had been directed to find no more than nominal 
damages.” As to the plaintiff's claim they say that the 
amountof penalties actually paid formed the extreme limit 
of the damages recoverable. “ Had the amount of damages 
been actually left to the jury, the question would have 
been whether the defendants were liable foras much. If 
his lordship had told the jury expressly that the penalties 
as such could not be recovered, but that the plaintiffs 
were entitled to such damage as in their opinion would 
be fair compensation for the loss which would naturally 
arise from the delay, including therein the probable 
liability of the plaintiffs to damages by reason of the 
breach through the defendants’ default of that contract 
to which, as both parties knew, the defendants’ contract 
with the plaintiffs was subsidiary, the direction would 
not, at all events, have been too unfavourable to the 
defendants. We think that if so directed a jury in all 
probability would, and certainly reasonably might, have 
assessed the damages at £100 13s., which, after all, is 
no heavy per-centage, the contract price being £3,000.” 

It is not easy to know what to infer from these very 
guarded terms. The court do not decide whether, in 
order to make the defendant liable for all the damage 
caused by the plaintiff's breach of contract, the com- 
munication of that contract must be made the basis of, 
or enter into the terms of, the defendant’s contract. 
They do not decide whether, if a notice may be suffi- 
cient, the netice in question was sufficient; but they de- 





cide that there was enough notice of consequences to 
make the defendant, who was undertaking a subsidiary 
contract, contemplate some loss or damage as likely to 
arise from delay to the plaintiffs, by reason of their 
probable liability to damages in respect of their superior 
contract; that as the penalties actually paid did not 
amount to a “ heavy per-centage,” the jury might reason- 
ably have assessed the damages at that amount, as fair 
compensation for loss naturally arising from delay; and 
that, as the only alternative presented to the court was 
that sum or nominal damages, the verdict must stand at 
the former sum, for which, by agreement, it had been 
entered. This seems to be all that was really decided ; 
but, as we said of Horne’s case, though no principle is 
established by it, it is a stepping-stone to a rule, the 
precise form of which we will not anticipate the court 
by predicting. 








THE AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 
II. 


Tus Bill, we have said, contains much that is good; 
but, as the exempiions it allows are large, and its pro- 
visions may be completely evaded, it must be deemed an 
illusory measure. Under clause 38, as amended in com- 
mittee, the Act is only to apply in the absence of any 
contract in writing between landlord and tenant. In 
some parts of the country it is a general practice to 
have formal leases from year to year prepared and signed 
by landlord and tenant. In most parts, we imagine, it 
is usual to have conditions of letting from year to year 
signed by landlord and tenant, and we apprehend that a 
mere informal document of this kind will, under the 
language of the 38th clause, be sufficient to exclude the 
operation of the Act. In fact, any contract whatever, 
signed by intending landlord and tenant, and relating to 
the tenancy—even an offer by letter, expressed with re- 
quisite certainty and unequivocally accepted by the 
landlord—though not containing a word about the mode of 
cultivation of the land, will have this effect. If it is 
said that there is no need for the tenant to sign any 
such document, and that he will not be likely to do so, 
we can only answer that any one who raises this objec- 
tion knows nothing whatever of the competition which 
exists for land. The landlord when he lets his farm is 
master of the situation. It will be seen, therefore, that 
the area of application of the measure is likely to be 
excessively limited, but even as to the tenancies to 
which it might be applied there is reason to believe 
that, unless made compulsory, it will be inoperative. 
Consider the nature of the measure. It is not like 
the Land Transfer Bill, a boon offered to the owner 
of land, a means whereby he will be enabled to put 
into his own pocket the amount by which the price 
for which he can sell his land has hitherto been lessened 
owing to the heavy expenses of transfer. There is no 


question of justice to another class involved in this;. 


anything the owner of land may have to pay for regis- 
tration is an investment for the benefit of himself or 
his successors. The Agricultural Holdings Bill, on the 
other hand, is a measure introduced to remedy alleged’ 
wrongs. The landlords are told that they have been 
unjustly depriving their tenants of the unexhausted 
value of improvements made by them, and the measure 
proposes to take a sum out of the landlord’s pocket and 
place it in the tenant’s pocket. So also as to waste by 
the tenant, the principle of the Bill is to remedy injustice 
to the landlord resulting from the indefiniteness of the 
law relating to waste, and the Bill proposes to impose on 
the tenant the obligation to pay a sum for the benefit of 
the landlord. 

On the ordinary principles of human nature, land- 
lords and tenants will endeavour to elude the burdens: 
the Bill attempts to impose; and there are peculiar 
reasons why these consequences should follow under the 
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project before us. It can hardly be doubted that the 
majority of the landlords of England, even if willing to 
admit tenants’ claims for improvements, in the event 
of their having a free choice, will prefer tuat they 
should be adjusted by custom or stipulation, or should 
be left to their own sense of honour, with a tacit veto to 
maintain their importance. A few landlords may be not 
unwilling to make hard and unconscientious bargains, or 
may ignore equitable demauds upon them from negli- 
gence, obstinacy, or the dulness of habit; these, of course, 
will object to be bound by the terms of the Bill, and will 
insist on being set free from them during existing tenan- 
cies and for future lettings. A similar result will 
arise from the fact that a landlord is not empowered by 
the Bill to borrow the compensation he may be 
adjudged to pay; this omission alone will render land- 
owners indisposed to subject themselves to the measure, 
and will induce them to avoid it by private agreement. 
And it seems to be forgotten that a very large propor- 
tion of agreements for tenancies are made by an agent 
on behalf of the owner of the land, and not by the 
owner himself; the agent will certainly advise his em- 
ployer to exclude the operation of a Bill which will 
involve trouble and annoyance to himself on the change of 
tenants. The result, we think, will bethat most landlords 
willattemptto exclude the Bill. Anda greatmanyfarmers, 
although upright and well-meaning men, will certainly 
dislike to be made liable to the rules of the Bill as re- 
spects waste; as a matter of course this will be the 
opinion of the small minority of bad tenants; and thus 
numbers, we think, even on the farmers’ side, will be ready 
to “contract themselves out’’ of the proposed scheme. 
If these, then, are likely to be the results, how will the Bill 
remedy the supposed mischiefs which have been the pre- 
texts for bringing it in, and for legislating upon this 
delicate subject? If ordinary landlords and tenants 
alike will evade the measure in the great mass of in- 
stances, and if bad landlords and tenants will cer- 
tainly do so, how will this reform improve the position 
of capitalist farmers who may have sunk money in land 
without obtaining enough security, and how will it 
add sensibly to the produce of husbandry? Is it not 
evident that, in the first case, the tenant wh? has not 
got sufficient protection will be as much as ever de- 
pendent upon the only superior he has reason to 
.fear—the grasping, careless, or stupid landlord, who 
will have all but certainly crept out of the Bill ; and 
that legislation, therefore, will have been nugatory for 
him? Is it not equally evident, in the second case, that 
as the Bill will, as a rule, be avoided, it will have 
no appreciable effect in promoting the operations that 
make cultivation better, and draw from the soil an in- 
creasing produce? Does it not follow, then, that a 
measure like this, made impotent by its own provisions, 
will fail to accomplish the only objects for the attain- 
ment of which it has been given existence ? 

The truth is, that but one way exists to make a scheme 
of this kind effectual or to prevent it from being a mere 
delusion. If Parliament must interfere in this question, if 
new principles are to be laid down securing the farmer 
larger rights, if new relations are, to some extent, to be 
formed between owners and occupiers of land-—and the 
necessity for this ought to be first ascertained —compulsory 
enactments become necessary, and large exemptions cannot 
be allowed, nor evasion of the law by unfettered contract. 
This is a leading feature of the Irish Land Act, and, 
though it has a disagreeable look, it is essential to every 
similar measure; and no platitudes about free agree- 
ments, and leaving Englishmen to do as they please, 
should lead us away from the real issue. To judge, in- 
deed, from the many protests which the permissive or 
destructive clauses of the Bill have evoked at meetings 
throughout the country, this part of the question is 
thoroughly understood; and, in truth, if legislation on 
this subject is called for, it is nearly as idle to leave it 
optional as it would be to say that the Factory Acts 













afew wordsin a deed. If the Government, therefore, 
really wishes to legislate fruitfully in this province, be- 
lieving that tenants’ grievances exist, or that landlords’ 
' rights should be better defined, or that public policy 
| requires a change, it must make this a coercive measure, 

and put an end to the many facilities for evading it 

which it contains as it stands. In that evant, tke 
| Bill, in our judgment, ought to be modified in a very 
} 


| Fraudulent Trustee Acts might be made inapplicable by 





great degree, for, though some of its provisions are wise, 

they are, in part, much too precise and stringent to be ac- 

ceptable asa compulsory scheme, or, under these conditions, 
1 to bea fair settlement. In view, indeed, of the present 
state of the question, we think Parliament might stay its 
; hand until a more deeply considered plan should be in- 
troduced in another session; and, in any case, we trust 
that this Bill will not pass into law in its present shape, 
for, though its immediate effects will be small, its 
ultimate consequences may be quite otherwise. In 
| fact, as we have already said, this measure, in its ten- 
dencies, is, we believe, mischievous. In the first place 
it implies that something in the existing relations of 
landlord and tenant is radically bad and requires amend- 
ment, and asserts that legislation has become necessary, 
and though it declines to interfere with effect, and 
leaves everything for the present at large, these admis- 
sions evidently involve changes the expediency of which 
has not yet been proved. In the second place, the Bill 
promises much, and yet will, probably, give very little; it 
lays down a positive standard of duties, and then declares 
that this may be plucked down; nothing certainly is 





| better calculated to provoke wild and extravagant de- 
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ghould not be binding upon millowners, and that the 


; mands, and to create class animosity and distrust. 


What, indeed, could be, in itself, more unjust than for 
Parliament to tell large bodies of men, “ You have a 
moral right to such and such advantages,’ and then 
to sanction their being taken away. Does any one 
suppose that if the British farmer is mocked and 
tantalized in this reckless way, he will not be- 
come an angry agitator, perhaps a bitter enemy of the 
order of things with which he is now, on the whole, 
satisfied ? We shall not allude to the pregnant lessons of 
the Irish land question on this subject, for, possibly, 
they may not be apposite; but what is to be inferred 
from the vehement complaints which the Bill has 
already aroused in the country with reference to this very 
matter ? 

We wish to add a word on what seem to us par. 
ticular defects in the frame and language of the Bill. 
The extension of the period for a notice to quit is, we 
think, open to special objection; unless prohibited by 
agreement, it will tend directly to the exhaustion of 
farms, and, as we have hefore pointed out, may prove very 
inconvenient in case of the death of a tenant from year 
to yearshortly after the commencement of his tenancy, or of 
a new year of his tenancy. It deserves notice that a pro- 
posal to this effect was expunged by Parliament from the 
Irish Land Act. The periods of time within which a 
tenant may make a claim for improvements, and beyond 
which they are to be deemed exhausted, have not, in our 
judgment, been well adjusted; twenty years is surely too 
long for drainage, and too short for buildings and the recla- 
mation of “ waste,” meaning land previously never en- 
closed. We question, too, if a term of seven years is not 
too great for boning, though with solid bones; and 
giving a tenant a claim during two years in respect of 
guano and such manures, will certainly cause unfair 
demands, though some precautions have been taken. We 
beg again to say we think it a mistake that landlords are 
not to be enabled to borrow from the State the sums 
they may have to pay tenants; and we doubt the pru- 
dence of making all disputes in respect of land- 
lords’ and tenants’ claims determinable by arbitration 
in the first instance, and of forbidding an appeal 
beyond the county court. In some particulars 
the wording of the Bill is open to question and 
appears obscure. “The determination of the tenancy” 
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is the point of time at which compensation for improve- 
ments is to be obtained, and this is defined (clause 4) 
the cesser of the contract “by reason of effluxion of 
time or from any other cause;” does this mean that 
if a tricky tenant chooses to break an agreement and to 
get evicted, he may thus accelerate a claim for compen- 
sation? Again (clause 4), the expressions “landlord” 
and “tenant” are to include the “assigns” of each re- 
spectively ; is a mortgagee with the legal estate an “ as- 
sign” of the landlord within this clause ? and, in the 
same way, is a predecessor or a successor in title an “ as- 
sign” of the tenant? All this certainly should not be 
left doubtful. Then, again, the lands that are to be the 
subjects of the Bill are defined in this very clumsy man- 
ner: “nothing in this Act (clause 39) shall apply to a 
holding that is not either wholly agricultural or wholly 
pastoral, or in part agricultural, and as to the residue 
pastoral ;’’ surely demesnes, and what are called resi- 
dential estates, suburban parks, and temporary lettings, 
ought to be excluded with greater distinctness. We 
might add to this enumeration of blots, but enough has 
been said to show that the Bill needs revision even as 
regards its text. Our main objections, however, lie 
to the measure in its general scope; we do not think 
it will have beneficial results; we are apprehensive it 
will lead to mischief. 








Rebiews. 


QUARTER SESSIONS. 


Tue Jcrispiction, Practice, anp Procepure or THE 
Quarter Sessions 1x JupiciaL Martens, Criminat, Crvit, 
AND APPELLATE. By Tuomas Smmrevy Pritcuarp, of the 
Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, Recorder of Wenlock. 
London: Sweet; Stevens & Sons. 1875. 


There are three kinds of editing; industrious editing 


is not uncommon, slovenly editing is more rare, but in- 
telligent editing is the rarest of the three. Mr. Pritchard’s 
book on Quarter Sessions, if indeed he can properly be 
said to have edited Mr. Dickinson's work, which he has 
rather re-written under his own name, belongs to the 
third class. In his preface, speaking of the last edition 
(by the late Mr. Justice Talfourd) of Dickinson's 
Quarter Sessions, Mr. Pritchard says, “ The manifold and 
extensive statutory amendments and alterations which 
have been made since that time in all branches of the 
subject compriseA within that work, and the numerous 
judicial decisions which have added to the previous law, 
have rendered it useless to the practitioner of the 
present day. Further, the absence of a fresh edition of the 
highly-esteemed work of Messrs. Leeming and Cross has 
left a void in the space formerly covered by that treatise.” 
We quote this passage because it expresses, in all its 
parts, what has long been felt by all who practise at 
sessions. As for Dickinson, one might almost as well go 
back to Lambarde’s Evrenurcha, aud even the work of 
Leeming and Cross, which is a model of brevity, com- 
pactness, aud convenient arrangement, hasin its turn gone 
outof date. Mr. Pritchard therefore uceds no apology for 
filling a space which had already remained too long 
efapty. Nor are we surprised that the alterations, both 
in the way of retrenchment and addition, which he has 
been compelled to make, have so changed the aspect of 
the work as to render it impossible correctly to describe 
the work any longer as Mr. Dickinson's. The most im- 
portant retrenchment consists of the omission of the 
matter relating to sessions other than quarter sessiour. 
The bu-iness of the petty and special sessions has now 
become #9 multifarious, and so much has of late years 
been published on this subject, that no one will doubt 
that Mr. Pritchard has done wisely in excluding this 
matter; the 1,127 pages which his work includes are 
quite enough for a single volume, or even for the two 
into which the binder nay, at a convenient break, divide 


t. Indeed, we should have preferred to see the book 
limited more strictly to what is proper and peculiar to 
Quarter Sessions. In that case the author might have 
been contented to omit the 300 pages relating to parti. 
cular criminal offences triable at quarter sessions, the 
matter of which belongs to the general criminal law, and 
ean be found in works exclusively devoted to that sub- 
ject; we presume, however, that the convenience of 
having a complete hand-book outweighed this considera. 
tion, and probably the author and his publishers have 
taken a practical view of this matter. However this 
may be, the 300 pages form a clear and compact treatise 
on that portion of the law they deal with. 

In treating of the appellate jurisdiction of quarter 
sessions, the uuthor necessarily encounters the difficulty 
that he is compelled often to state in some detail the pro- 
ceedings below in the matter to which the appeal relates, 
He is then led perforce into treating of proceedings in 
thosesessions the consideration of which he excludes from 
his general plan, and much pains and care must have 
been needed to distinguish between what he could and 
what he could not safely omit. It would beidle to pretend 
that we can tell, upon such an examination of the book 
as is alone possible for the purposes of a review, how far 
he has in each case hit the exact line between them, but, 
so far as we are able to judge, he has succeeded well in 
this very difficult task. The part of the work, however, 
with which we are most struck is that relating to poor 
rates, and we must express our unqualified approval of 
the skill, clearness, and accuracy with which he has dealt 
with this head. The reader will here find a very complete 
view of the subject, far superior to the diffuse account 
given in Archbold’s Poor Law. Passing to the question 
of settlement and irremovability, one must needs regret 
the great quantity of necessary but yet almost useless 
labour that still has to be spent upon the law of eettle- 
ment. Though the author has omitted, or reduced to 
narrow dimensions, large portions of the old law on this 
subject, there still remain sixty pages of the compara- 
tively little used law of settlement, as agaist five pages 
into which is compressed the law relating to irremova- 
bility, which now mainly determines questions of charge- 
ability. 

We have not thought it necessary to state in detail the 
distribution and contents of the work. The distribution 
follows in the main that of Mr. Dickinson; the contents 
may be taken to embrace practically the whole subject of 
the jurisdiction of quarter sessions. It would be idle 
to attempt to pass upon a practical work like the present 
the sort of judgment which only a frequent use of the 
work would justify, but so far as we have been able to 
examine it we can confidently say that it is written 
throughout with clearness and intelligence, and that both 
in legislation end in case law it is carefully brought 
down to the most recent date. Mr. Pritchard is already 
known as the careful editor of the first volume of the 
late edition of Burn’s “ Justice,” and we are satisfied that 
those who, from their use of that volume, expect to find 
care, accuracy, and completeness in the present work will 
not be disappointed. 





— 





Lord Selborne has given notice that on Taesday, the 4th 
of May, he will call attention to the subjects of the Inns 
of Court and legal education ; and submit a Bill to make 
provision for the better regulation and government of the 
Inns of Court, and a Bill to establish a general schoo! of 
law in England, 

“Tardy Justice,” writing to the Zimes from the Temple, 
says:—The Lord Chancellor recently claimed uredit for 
the House of Lords for baving disposed, in the session of 
1875, of most of the causes set down for hearing in the 
session of 1874. One would have thought that the osuses 
of 1874 should have been heard in that year, but bis lord- 
ship made no reference to the causes marked “ Judges’ 
in the list. There ia ove “ Judges’ cause set down in 
1873, and another in 1874, and no one can tell when these 





will be beard, 
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RIGHIS OF SECURED CREDITORS IN 
BANKRUPTCY. 


A QUESTION of considerable importance as to the rights of 
a creditor who holds security on the estate of a bankrupt 
or a liquidating debtor came before the Chief Judge on 
Monday last in Ex parte King. The 16th section of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, which contains regulations as to the 
first meeting of the creditors in a bankruptcy, provides, by 
sub-section 4, that ‘‘a secured creditor shal), for the pur- 
pose of voting, be deemed to be a creditor only in respect 
of the balance (if any) due to him after deducting the 
yalue of his security ; and the amount of such balance 
shall, until the security be realized, be determined in the 
prescribed manner. He may, however, at or previously to 
the meeting of creditors, give up the security to the trustee, 
and thereupon he shall rank as a creditor in respect of the 
whole sum due to him.” Section 40 provides that ‘‘ a cred- 
itor holding a specific security on the property of the bank- 
rupt, or on any part thereof, may, on giving up his secu- 
rhe prove for his whole debt. He sball also be en- 
titled to a dividend in respect of the balance due 
to him after realizing or giving credit for the value 
of his security, in manner and at the time pre- 
scribed. <A creditor holding such security as aforesaid, 
and not complying with the foregoing conditions, shall 
be excluded from all share in any dividend.’ With refer- 
ence to the word ‘‘ prescribed,” used in both these sections, 
it must be remembered that it is defined, by section 4 of the 
Act, as meaning “ prescribed by rules of court to be made 
as in this Act provided.” Then, by section 125, sub-sec- 


, tion 7, it is enacted that ‘‘ the property of the debtor shall 


be distributed in the same manner asin a bankruptcy,” 
and that, with certain modifications immaterial for our pre- 
sent purpose, ‘‘all the provisions of this Act shall, so far as 
the same are applicable, apply to the case of a liquidation 
by arrangement,” just as to a bankruptcy. We must now 
look at the Rules of 1870, to see what has been prescribed 
with reference to sections 16 and 40. Rule 99 says, ‘‘ A 
secured creditor, unless he shall have realized his security, 
shall, previously to being allowed te prove or vote, state in 
his proof the particulars of his security, and the value at 
which he assesses the same, and he shall be deemed to be a 
creditor only in respect of the balance due to him after de- 
ducting such assessed value of the security.” And, by rule 
100, ‘*Any secured creditor so proving shall be bound to 
pay over to the trustee the amount which his security shall 


.produce beyond the amount of such assessed value, and the 


trustee shall be entitled, at any time before realization of 
such security by the creditor, to redeem the same upon pay- 
ment of such assessed value.” Both these rules come 
under a division of the rules which is headed ‘ Meetings 
of creditors,” but they do not expressly refer, as some of the 
other rules under the same division do, to any particular 
section of the Act. There does not appear to be much 
difficulty in their construction, looking at them alone, but 
there is this further provision made by rule 136, which 
comes under a division headed ‘‘ Dividends,”’ and which ex- 
pressly refers to section 40 :—‘* A creditor who is desirous of 
giving credit for the value of his security in order to entitle 

‘im to a dividend in respect of the balance of his debt after 
deducting the assessed value, shall give notice thereof to the 
trustee, and the value of his security shall be determined in 
the same manner as the value of the security is to be deter- 
mined as prescribed with reference to the balance upon 
which a secured creditor may vote, and such creditor shall 
give credit for the value within fourteen days after he sha'l 

e called upon by the trustee so to do . . . and, in default 
thereof, shall be deemed to be fully secured. If the trustee 
or any other creditor shall be dissatisfied with the value put 
on the security, the trustee may require the security to be 
realized.” Then, rule 272, one of the rales coming under 
the division headed, ‘Proceedings for liquidation by 
arrangement or composition with creditors,” and expressly 
referring to sections 125 and 126 of the Act, embodies rules 
99 and 100 in identical words, with this exception, that the 
terms of rule 100 are prefaced with tho words, “ In cases of 
liquidation by arrangement,” in order, no doubt, to exclude 
the case of composition, to which the provisions of rule 100 
Would be inapplicable, But in this division of the rales 
there is no express provision answering to that made by rule 
186 with regard to bankruptey. 

In Bx parte King this was what happened. One of the 


. 





creditors of a liquidating debtor held as security for his debt 
a policy of assurance on the debtor's life. The policy was 
for £1,200. The principal debt secured by it was £630. but 
there was also due to the creditor a considerable amount for 
interest and premiums which he had paid to keep the policy 
on foot. His proof was for £1,209, and in his affidavit he 
stated his security, and assessed its value at £200, this 
being the then surrender value of the policy. The proof 
was not tendered till after the first meeting of the creditors, 
and consequently the ereditor did not, ome could not, vote 
at that meeting. The trustee assented to the estimate put 
upon the security, and admitted the proof. Less than 
three weeks afterwards the debtor died, and the creditor sub- 
sequently received the amount of the policy, which, however, 
did not fully cover the sum due to him from the debtor. 
The trustee thereupon claimed the excess of the amount of 
the policy above the £200. No dividend had been paid by 
the estate. On the creditor’s part it was cortended that rules 
99 and 100, and the analogous provisions of rule 272, apply 
only to the temporary proof for the purpose of voting, and 
not to proof for the purpose of receiving dividends, and that 
proof for the latter purpose is dealt with by rule 136, which 
must be considered as applying to liquidation just as much as 
to bankruptcy proper. Then the effect of rule 136, it was 
said, is to- place the creditor, when his security has been 
valued, as there provided, in exactly the same position as if 
it had teen realized by a sale, and he had been permitted to 
bid and had become the purchaser. ‘Thenceforth he was to 
be treated as the owner of the property, just as ifa foreclo- 
sure of a legal mortgage had taken place. 

The Chief J udge, however, refused to adopt this construe- 
tion, and held that the case was governed by the express 
words of rules 100 and 272, and that the creditor could only 
retain ike sum at which he had estimated the policy. The 
case certainly appears one of considerable hardship, inasmuch 
as the security had been in fact to a great extent ereated by 
the mortgagee’s own money, which had thus been the means 
of providing a fund for the payment of the other creditors. 
On the other hand, no doubt, it may be said that it was the 
accident of the debtor's death which had produced this 
lucky windfall, and that the general body of the creditors 
was as much entitled to the benefit of it as the mortgagee. 
This construction of the rales too has the advantage of ad- 
hering to the literal meaning of rales 99 and 100, while the 
intention of rule 136 is not so clear. But there isso much 
obscurity in the three rules taken altogether that we shall 
not be surprised to hear that the case is to be taken to the 
Court of Appeal. 





Poates. 


THE QUESTION has been raised, but, we believe, hes not 
yet been actually determined, whether the doctrine of the 
well-known case of Ex parte Waring (19 Ves. 345) can 
apply where one or both of the insolvent debtors, who are 
liable on a bill of exchange, has or have effected a composi- 
tion with creditors under the provisions of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1869. In the case of Ex parte Laméton, 
heard by the Lords Justices on Thursday, this question 
arose in the course of the argument, and though it was not 
expressly decided by the court, a very strong opinion was 
expressed (to use the words of Lord Justice Mellish) that 
Ex parte Waring could only apply where the persons liable 
upon the bills were both insolvent under such cireumstances 
that their estates were distributable among their creditors. 
This condition, of course, would not be fulfilled if the ered- 
itors of either party had agreed to accept a composition, 
for in that case the debtor's estate would not be distributable 
among his creditors, but would remain vested in him. This, 
though not amounting to more than a dictum, seems worth 
noting, as the question is one which is likely often to arise 
in practice, Tne dietwm appears, indeed, almost to follow 
from what was said by the Court of Appealin VFasgtea v. 
Halliday (22 W. R. 886, LR. 9 Ch. 561), that Ber parte 
Waring cannot apply unless there is not only a doable in- 
solvency, but a right of double proof against the two insol- 
vent estates, Ina case of composition there would be no 
right of proof against the estate of the compounding dedtor ; 
but this question was not in the contemplation of the court 
when they decided Veughen v. Halliday, . 
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THE Albany Law Journal reports portions of a very elo- 
quent argument recently delivered in the Court of Appeals 
in Kentucky, in the case of Bibb v. Miller, in which the 
plaintiffs sought to have a lottery ticket, or coupon, alleged 
to be wrongfully detained by the defendants delivered up, 
the prize drawn and the proceeds paid into court for distri- 
bution. Messrs. Walker and Hubbard for the defendants 
(the appellants) first contended that, ‘‘ tested by elementary 
distinctions so old that they are surrounded by the halo of 
time, this ticket, this coupon, is without a local habitation 
ora name, tempest-tossed on a legal sea which refuses to 
ficat it.” They then proceeded to argue that the Kentucky 
statute has not made the coupons property which can be 
recognized by the courts. ‘This tremendous scheme, this 
Pandora’s box of unmitigated evil, this enterprise which has 
entrapped men of all denominations, creeds, and sects, this 
institution serving Satan in the livery of heaven, this d 
concert whose echoes rival the discord of Dante’s hell, de- 
pends, in so far as the enterprise scheme is concerned, upon 
five lines, forty words, contained in the act of incorporation, 
and which are as follows :—‘ Also to give, not to exceed five 
in number, public literary, musical, dramatic entertainments, 
at which they may distribute, by lot, to patrons of the 
entertainments, a portion of the proceeds arising from the 
sale of the tickets of admission.’”” These “ forty sub rosa 
words” have ‘‘ called into existence a gigantic outrage which 
has absorbed ten millions of money.” Lastly, counsel raised 
the point that among the contributors to the fund with 
which the tickets were bought were several infants, and 
asked the question, “Stall infants, young in experience and 
immature in thought, . . . over whom courts have spread 
the sbadow of great and awful power—shall infants be 
allowed to engage in wild, ruinous, and speculative enter- 
prises?” It is insisted that the action as to infant appel- 
lees cannot be maintained, and that such a decision will be 
a legal monument long after those who have erected it shall 
have become dust.” At the date cf our contemporary’s report 
the Court of Appeals had not decided as to the form of the 
*‘legal monument ” they would erect. 


A weuper of the United States Senate, unaware, perhaps, 
of the failure of a similar experiment here, has intro- 
duced a measure into that body intended to shorten 
deeds. The first clause proposes to enact that a deed may 
be made in the following form:—‘‘ This deed, made the 

day of , in the year , between [here 
insert names of parties}, witnesseth, that in consideration 
of [here state the consideration], the said doth [or 
do} grant unto the said all [here describe the prop- 
erty, and insert covenants and other provisions].” It might 
perhaps be cbjected that lengthy parts of deeds are 
usually to be found in the description of the property, 
“ covenants, and other provisions.” It appears that the Bill 
contains provisions ‘‘intended to declare that any forms of 
expression such as ‘ This is a quit-claim deed’ or ‘ This is a 
mortgage,’ shall mean just what they say,” but we do not 
find that any attempt has been made to substitute abbre- 
viated forms of covenants, &c., for those in general use. 
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LEGAL EDUCATION IN MANCHESTER. 
A MEETING was held cn Monday, at the rooms of the 
Manchester Incorporated Law Association, of influential 
metabers of both branches of the profession, for the purpose 
of receiving and considering «a communication from the 
council of the Owens College. Mr. Ponsonby was in the 
chair. 

Mr. Chancellor Christie, Dr. Greenwood, and Mr. Darbi- 
shire, on behalf of the college, explained its purpose in 
originating courses of lectures on Jaw for law students 
and othert, namely, to secure the provision of more regular 
instruction than pupils in chambers or clerks in solicitors’ 
offices can be expected to provide for themselves, and that, 
moreover, under the skilled direction of teachers able to 
survey and indicate the principles which underlie the 
thousand petty details of “ practice,” and furnish a mastery 
of the subject, such as merely empirical acquaintance with 
what is know as “the law” can never afford. It was 
pointed out that the fact of the holding of such courses in 
connecton with the college, where law students, if they 
éo nt (an increasing number of them do) become them- 








selves students in other departments, have at least the 
advantage of mixing with students and acquiring more 
or less of the student habits of reading and reproducing 
what they have learned, is in itself a guarantee of no slight 
importance for the actual usefulness of such lectures to those 
who attend them. For several years past Dr. James Bryce 
had rendered the most valuable services, both by his own 
lectures and his arrangement of subsidiary courses, and b 
the selection of competent assistant lecturers. Nevertheless— 
and especially at the present time, when Dr. Bryce’s engage. 
ments compel him to relinquish his charge in Manchester— 
the college had increasingly felt the great desirability of 
securing the services of some gentleman, asa regular professor 
in the college, competent and willing to give continuous 
attention to the whole circle of his subject, and, with occasional 
assistance, to providecourses, not only systematically arranged 
and really progressive, but also continuous. Hitherto, 
students had been much tried by a certain want of sequence 
within each session, by a want of more advanced lectures 
in succeeding sessions, and by the compression of many 
lectures within short terms. It had ,been considered that 
to secure the aid of such a professor and induce him to take 
so onerous a charge, and one which would doubtless interfere 
to a certain extent with his professional engagements, a 
proper stipend would be essential in addition to his share of 
fees—say not less than £250 per annum. The college had 
already endowments yielding £100 per annum for the law 
chair, and would require about £3,500 at least to justify the 
council in constituting the chair upon the desired permanent 
basis. The meeting was invited to discuss the desirability of 
the proposed foundation, and the means of enabling the col- 
lege to make it. Several gentlemen addressed the meeting, 
and the following resolutions were adopted unanimously :— 

** That in the opinion of this meeting it would be of very 
great advantage to those who are preparing in Manchester to 
enter the profession of the law if the courses on law in Owens 
College could be systematized in the charge of a resident 
professor.” 

“That a subscription be forthwith entered into for the 
purpose of forming an endowment fund to establish a law 
professorship in connection with the college ; and that the ob- 
ject be cordially recommended to the support of the profession 
and others interested in the promotion of methodical education 
for lawyers.” 

‘* That Messrs. Ponsonby, Christio, Darbishire, Unwin, and 
M. B. Wood, with power to add to their number, be appointed 
a committee to carry out the foregoing resolutions.” 

Subscriptions amounting to £1,400 were promised at the 
meeting. 








Sacicties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
This society met as usual at the Law Institution on Tues- 


day evening. The number of members present was con- 
siderably over the average, and the debate was continued to 
a late hour. The question discussed was No. CCXXXIX. 
Jurisprudential—‘' Is it expedient to extend the power of 
sentencing criminals convicted of aggravated offences agai 
the person to corporal punishment?” At the coi 


‘| of the debate the question was put by the president and 


carried in the affirmative by a majority of three votes. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday even- 
ing, the subject for the evening’s debate being :—That divorces 
should be obtainable by mutual consent of nusband and wile. 
The motion was lost by a majority of six. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


On Wednesday lust the president, vice-president, and 
council of the Incorporated Law Society entertained at 
examination dinner Lord Coleridge, the Lord Chief Justice 
of England, Mr. Justice Field, Sir R. Garth, Q.C. (Lord 
Chief Justice of Bengal), Sir ¥, Pollock, Bart., Sir P. a 
Bart., Mr. Matthew Arnold, Mr. Theodore Martin, Mr, 
Wm. Williams, Mr, W. Ford, Mr. F. Ouvry, Mr. F. H, 
Janson, Mr, Godirey Lushington, Mr. J. O, Mathew, Mr, 
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Dalrymple, Mr. Hollams, Mr. N. T. Lawrence, Mr. S. 
Bircham, Mr. Burne, Mr. C. C. Druce, Mr. Paterson, Mr. R. 
‘Few, Mr. G. B. Lake, Mr. Binns Smith, Mr. C. R. Williams, 
Mr. C. W. Lawrence, Mr. A. W. White, Mr. Parker, Mr. H. 
Markby, Mr. Folle‘t, Mr. Graham, Mr. Boyer, Mr. Roscoe, 
Mr. Cox, Mr. Williamson (secretary), and several other 


members, of both branches of the legal profession. 


Mr, Brrcuaq, the president, proposed * The Queen,” “ The 
Prince and Princess of Wales and the rest of the Royal 
‘Family,” and remarked that, happily alike for the Queen 
and for her subjects, this toast, whether limited to her 
Majesty or extended to the entire family of which she was 
the head, would be received with the same devoted loyalty. 

The PresipEenT next proposed “‘ The Houses of Parliament,” 
-and coupled with the toast the name of their distinguished 

uest, Lord Coleridge. Mr. Bircham alluded to the great 
functions of each House, and the claim which each had on 
the gratitude and confidence of the country, and remarked 
‘that the House of Lords, by ever receiving reeruits from 
that even greater aristocracy of talent and goodness and 
‘honour which our free institutions were constantly bringing 
forward from amongst the Commens, would be sure to re- 
‘tain its hold upon the affections of the people at large, and 
added that one such recent recruit was amongst their 
guests on the present occasion. Mr. Bircham then spoke of 
“the great pleasure the profession had experienced in watching 
.the progress of Lord Coleridge through all the honours of 
‘the bar until he at length received one of the highest judicial 
trusts the country could confer. He congratulated Lord 
‘Coleridge that the name which had won the regard of every 
educated Englishman, had not been merged even in the halo 
of title, and that they could still recognize the name of 
‘Coleridge at the same time that they looked up to the peer- 
‘age and the distinction to which he had risen. 

Lord Corerines, in responding, said he had a certain 
pride of his own, no doubt, in his name and family, and it 
“was a great gratification to him to be allowed to carry his 
mame into the great assembly in which it was his privilege 
to sit ; but if this great assembly were worth anything, and 
“were to contiaue so, this end could only be attained by its 
being recruited by those persons who, in the opinion of many, 
are fit to carry new blood into that distinguished assembly. 
Whatever might be in store for that assembly, and it would 
be unmanly on his part if he were to disguise the opinion 
he had always entertained, it would be impossible that it 
could continue for any length of time to maintain that 
jurisdiction which was in ancient days given to it as a co- 
ordinate branch of the Legislature. It was, however, 
essential to the profession of the law that those who were at 
the head of it should be members of the House of Lords, and 
he was confident that the House of Lords could never so well 
maintain itself as in receiving from time to time an infusion 
from that great and intellectual profession of which it had 
been his proud privilege to be so long a member. 

The PrestDENT next proposed ‘‘ The Health ofthe Bench and 
the Bar,’’ and coupled with the toast the name of the Lord 
‘Chief Justice of England. In doing so, he congratulated the 
society and its guests that they were privileged with the 
presence of four of her Majesty's judges, and he could not 

ut express the gratification he and his colleagues on the 
council felt at this honour. How to characterize one of them 
was to him difficult. There had been a habit for some time 
of irreverently designating their friend as ‘‘ Dick Garth,” and 
he was quite sure that whether he be called by that name, or 
whether he be at this moment ‘‘ Mr, Garth ” or “ Sir Richard 
Garth,” and Lord Chief Justice of Bengal, he would be 
regarded with the greatest possible esteem, and, he might 
well say, of affection, Mr, Bircham referred to Sir R, 

yarth having acted as lecturer, and as counsel to the Law 
Society, and said that in him the council had found a friend 
with whom they had been in the most genial communion, 
and a counsellor and adviser of the highest value, and devoted 
to the interests of the society, If, therefore, they gradged 
him to India this should not be received with sur. 
prise, The council wished him as hearty a circle of 
triends there as he would leave in England, and that 
after a career prosperous in India, then he would be 
restored unscathed to his friends in England, From the 
Lord Chief Justice of Bengal he would tura to their friend 
Mr. Justico Field. They had not forgotten that bo began life 
asa momber of tho solicitor branch of the profession, al- 
though ho had oventually left them and entered on the 
\greaterspherein which hehad ao highly distinguished himself, 
and not the less so on account of the earlier part of his edu- 





cation, and had at length achieved an elevation on which 
not the learned judge alone but the country was to be con- 
gratulated. Turning to the Lord Chief Justice of Eagland, 
judicially speaking the highest guest of the evening, he was 
sure those present would bear with him when he i 
them of the honour which had been conferred on them by 
his coming amongst them. Having alluded in some detail 
to the career of the Lord Chief Justice. Mr. Bircham went 
on to say that his lordship had entitled himself to the thanks, 
not only of England, but of the whole civilized world, in 
bringing the powers of his great judicial mind to bear on the 
questions submitted for arbitration at Geneva. ‘It might be 
that in this he would never be fully appreciated unless by 
posterity, and except when it shall be known how far what 
was done, and what was afterwards written in connection with 
that great work, may influence the sheathing of the sword 
and the bringing nations to submit their differences more and 
more to judicial arbitrament. As regards the Lord Chief 
Justice's judicial life, if there had been one thing more 
marked than another, and as to which perhaps his friends 
had previously felt the least confident, it was that the bril- 
liant advocate, the efficient politician, the great orator, had 
become a judge eminently patient and careful. Those who 
felt the mistrust to which he alluded had been greatly mis- 
taken, for if there had been one part of his judicial character 
more prominent than another it was the ability and patience, 
and-the faculty of lucid exposition which he had exhibited, 
and by which he was enabled to lay bare the most difficult 
and complicated questions. Mr. Bircham continued, “ Of 
the purity and uprightness of the Lord Chief Justice, or of 
any other judge, I speak not. ‘Their purity and their up- 
rightness are as much our property and our possession as 
the air we breathe, and no amount of slander, of malignity, 
or mendacity will tempt English gentlemen to discuss or to 
doubt it. I have only further to assure his lordship that 
amongst all those with whomI have been in contact (I 
allude more especially to the council of this society and the 
general body of solicitors) there is felt the most entire con- 
fidence in, and the most unqualified respect and esteem for, 
the Lord Chief Justice of England.” 


The Lorp Cuter Justice or ENGLAND, in acknowledging 
the toast, said: Mr. President, my Lord Coleridge, and 
gentlemen, I canagi express to you my sense of the honour 
done me by the toast, as proposed by your worthy presi- 
dent, and so cordially received by yourselves. I can only 
say that the moment I received the invitation with which 
I was honoured I had not the slightest hesitation in ae- 
cepting it, for there is no branch of the profession and no 
body of men I respect more than your own; and I say so 
because I am deeply sensible,as a member of the pro- 
fession, of the invaluable service you have rendered in 
maintaining at a high standard the honour and integrity 
of the profession. No one can appreciate this more highly 
than pe independently of my high respect for the 
council aud for the members of it, with whom I have been 
brought into centact. Of the manner ia which it has 
pleased the president to speak of me, prompted, no doubt, 
by old associations, when side by side we fought great 
battles, it will not become meto speak. All I can sag is 
that even whilst at the bar, I wished to maintain the 
honour of the advocate, and to do my duty to my client, 
never, however, forgetting what was due to honour and 
to truth. Since I have been upon the bench you have 
been enabled to judge how far I have discharged my — 
faithfully. The president has referred to attacks whi 
have recently been made upon me in common with other 
members of the bench. To that subject I do not wish 
in this friendly assembly to advert further than 
necessary. A man with a high and acute sense of 
honour cannot bat be galled by attacks and impy- 
tations made upon his honour and iategrity; bet this [ can 
say, that I have found abundant compensation and 
in the way in which, upon i aa when I have re- 
cently appeared in public, I have met by all whose opinion 
is worth having. ‘This 1 may say with perfect truth and sis- 
cerity, and you will readily believe that of all the manifesta- 
tions of confidence, approval, and regard which I have mat with 
none can equal, certainly none can surpass, those manifesta- 
tions on the part of the profession of the law which I have 
recently met with from the bar in the old hall with which my 
Student days were first associated, or that I meet with upon 
the present orcasion, TI can only say that I laagh to scorn 
the contemptible, dastardly attempt to questioa, to 
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my judicial reputation. You have known me, many of you, 
asa barrister, you have all known me as a judge, and if 
you say that you have still unquestioned confidence in my 
judicial integrity and character, it is to me an abundant re- 
ward for my many years of service. 

Sir Richarp GarrH trusted that he had by this time 
earned the privilege of calling those present his old friends, 
and he was glad to have this opportunity of wishing them 
good-bye, and of thanking them for the many kindnesses 
he had received at their hands. A man of his years could 
not leave dear old England without a struggle, but one 
could not always obtain riches and honour as he pleased, 
and perhaps it was much better that it should be so, He 
was quite aware, too, of the difficulties he would have to 
contend with in administering a comparatively strange law 
in a strange land to strange people, with habits and 
customs altogether different from those of his own 
land. The best of us could only: do our best, and he 
would yield to none in this endeavour. However many 
thousand miles they might be parted he should never 
forget their kindness, and he hoped they would not forget 
him. Sir R. Garth, who was much affected, concluded 
by expressing his pleasure that he had an opportunity 
of wishing so many with whom he had been associated a 
heartfelt and gratefal farewell, and trusted that the time 
might not be very far away when he might return to greet 
them with renewed cordiality, if he was spared to return 
to the dear old country. 








Apputntuents, Ete. 


Mr, Joun Epwarp ANDERTON, solicitor, of Clitheroe, 
has been appointed a Commissioner for taking Affidavits 
in Chancery. 


Mr. Joun Freperick Battey, solicitor, of Wedmore, 
Somersetshire, has been appointed Clerk to the Wedmore 
‘ School Board. 


Mr. Frepericxk Fox Cartwricut, solicitor, has been 
appointed Assistant Clerk to the Property and Income Tax 
Commissioners for the City of Bristol, in succession to his 
partner, Mr. Thomas Danger. Mr. Cartwright was ad - 
mitted a soliciter in 1868. 


Mr. Toomas Dancer, solicitor, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Property and Income Tax Commissioners for 
the City of Bristol, in the place of Mr. John Franklyn, re- 
signed. Mr. Danger was admitted a solicitor in 1836, 
and is clerk of the peace for the city. He has for 
several years been the assistant clerk to the commissioners, 


Mr. Epwaro Jonn Cox Davies, solicitor, of Tredegar 
and Newport, has been elected Clerk to the Commissioners 
of Taxes for the Division of Bedwellty, in the county of 
Monmouth. Mr. Davies is:also clerk to the county magis- 
trates for the same division. 


Mr. Srerxen Brown Dixon, solicitor, of Pewsey, has 
been elected Clerk to the Commissioners of Land and Ir- 
come Tax for the Kinwardistone Division of Wiltshire,in the 
place of the late Mr. W. H, Hall. Mr. Dixon was admitted 
a solicitor in 1862, and is clerk to the magistrates for the 
Everley and Pewsey division of the county, to the 
guardians of the Pewsey Union, and to the Everley and 
Pewsey Highway Board. 

Mr. Tuomas Hormes Gorx has been appointed Clerk 
to the Magistrates for the City of Bristol in succession to 
Mr. William Brice, who, after thirty-nine years’ service, 
has resigned the office on his appointment as town clerk 
of Bristol. There were eleven other candidates. Mr. 
Gore has for the last ten years held the office of 
“assistant clerk to the Lord Mayor” at the Mansion 
House Justice Room, and was previously clerk to the 
Cinque Portes and borough justices at Margate. 

Sir Witt1am Hackett, Knight, has been appointed Chief 
Justice of the Colony of Fiji. The new Chief Justice is 
the son of the late Mr. Bartholemew Hackett, of Cork, 
and was born in 1824. He graduated at Trinity College, 
Dublin, and became a member of the Irish bar, and after- 
wards (in Michaelmas Term, 1851) be was called to the 





bar at Lincoln’s-inn. He practised for several years on 
the Northern Circuit, and was appointed Queen’s Advocate 
at the Gold Coast in 1861, Chief Justice in 1863, and 
Lieutenant-Governor of that colony in 1864. He wag 
knighted by patent in 1866 on receiving the appointment 
of Recorder of Prince of Wales’s Island; but since the 
transfer of that place from the Indian Government to the 
Crown he has been styled Judge of the Supreme Court of 
Penang. In 1871 he was acting Chief Justice of the Straits 
Settlements. 


Mr. Epwarp Wittiam Hastewoop, solicitor, of Bridg- 
north, has been appointed Clerk to the Magistrates of 
that borough. Mr. Haslewood has been for some years in 
partnership with his late father, whom he succeeds in the 
office. 


Mr, Epwarp Joun KeEnpDALt, solicitor, of Gloucester, 
has been appointed Registrar of the Yarmouth County 
Court (Circuit No. 33) in the place of Mr. Henry John 
Walker, appointed registrar of the Southampton County 
Court (Circuit No. 51), Mr. Kendall was admitted a 
solicitor in 1872. 


Mr, JosErH MakTIN, solicitor, of Pershore, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at that place, in 
the room of Mr. William Wilton Woodward, resigned. Mr. 
Martin was admitted in 1866, and is deputy-coroner for 
the southern division of Worcesterskire. -He. has for 
several years acted as assistant magistrates’ ‘clerk. 


Mr. Artuur Purtutrs, barrister, has, been appointed 
to act as Standing Counsel to the Government of 
Bengal during the absence of Mr. John Pitt Kennedy. 
Mr. Phillips was formerly a fellow of St. Catherine's 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated as Fifteenth 
Wrangler in 1864. He was called to the barat the Middle 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1867, and has since been in prac 
tice in Calcutta. 


Mr. Patrick Ryan, barrister, has been appointed 
to act as Third Magistrate of the Police-court at Bombay, 
during the absence of Nana Morojee. Mr. Ryan was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 
1873, and practises at the Bombay bar. 


Mr. Jonn TuoMas, solicitor, of Swansea, has been 
elected Town Clerk of that borough (at a salary of £700 a 
year) in the place of Mr. Richard Aubrey~Essery, re- 
signed. There were fourteen candidates. , Mr. Thomas 
was admitted a solicitor in 1874, and has acted for several 
months as deputy town clerk. 


Mr. Davin Bevan TuRBERVILLE (of the firm of Cuthbert- 
son & Turberville), of Aberavon, Briton Ferry, Neath, and 
Pontardawe, has been unanimously elected Clerk to the 
Guardians of the newly-formed Pontardawe Union. 


Mr. Arthur Hobhouse, Q.C., has been elected Vice- 
Chancellor of the Calcutta University, in succession to the 
Hon. Edward Clive Bayley, C.S.I. 

Mr. Augustus Apsley Le Gros has been elected a judge 
of the Royal Court of Jersey, in the place of Judge Duma- 
resque, who has resigned on account of i!) health. 

Mr. F. Towers Streeten, of the Oxford Circnit, Recorder 
of Worcester, has been elected a bencher of Gray’s-inn. 


The Thetford Burial Board have raised the salary of 
their clerk (Mr. Read, solicitor) from £15 to £25 per 
annum. 

Mr. Rupert Alfred Kettle, judge of county courts, (Cir- 
cuit No. 23), has been elected an honorary member of the 
Birmingham Law Students’ Society. 

It is stated that the Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel is 
about to resign his seat on the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council in consequence of ill health. 

The General Purposes Committee of the Court of Alder- 
men have fixed Saturday, May 8, for receiving applications 
for the office of second clerk at the Mansion House Justice 
Room, vacant by the appointment of Mr. Thomas Holmes 
Gore as clerk to the city justices of Bristol, The salary 
will be £350 per annum, and candidates must be properly 
qualified members of the legal profession, between the ages 
of twenty-five and forty. 
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Courts. 


CHANCERY. 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
April 28.—Stainfor th v. Gooding. 
Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874. 

This was a foreclosure suit. 

S. B. L. Druce was for the plaintiff. 

Townsend, for the defendant, having referred to section 7 
of the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 78), 
which abolishes tacking, but does not appear to affect the 
doctrine of consolidation of mortgages, 

JessEL, M.R.. remarked that nobody had been able to 
understand the meaning of the section, and it would be re- 
pealed this session. 





QUEENS BENCH. 
April 26.—Re Edward Lawrence Levy, an Attorney. 
Attorney struck off the rolls. 


This was an application to strike Edward Lawrence Levy, 
an attorney, off the rolls. I: appeared that in 1870 Levy 
became clerk to an attorney named Cooper, who had 
another clerk, named Levite. On Codper’s death in 1871 
Levite arranged with Lind, an attorney, that Lind should 
continue the business of Cooper, employing Levite as his 
managing ‘ clerk, and Levy introducing business, or, 
as the master expressed it, Lind found a name, 
Levite found capital, and Levy found brains. In 1871 
Levy applied to the court for permission to take out 
his certificate. The application was opposed on the 
ground of his having previously been in the service of an 
auctioneer under a false name and by means of a false 
character. The court refused the application. In 1872 
he renewed the application. In opposition to this application 


‘it was alleged that he had made an affidavit denying that he 


had directly or indirectly practised as an attorney ; that he 
had made an affidavit in the name of Edwards ; that in a case 
of King v. Cole, which he had conducted, a man named 
Gadderer was called by him as a witness under the name of 
Edwards, a surveyor, and was paid fifteen guineas for attend- 
ance as a surveyor, not being a surveyor at all ; that Levy 
had conducted an action of Brown v. The Great Eastern Rail- 
way Company, in which £350 were recovered as damages, of 
which the plaintiff had only been paid a portion ; and that in 
another case fees paid to counsel, as endorsed on the briefs, had 
been altered so as to make the sums larger than were in fact 

id. The matter was referred to the master to report, and 

e@ reported that, with reference to the two last charges, 
there was not sufficient evidence to convict Levy of having 
been privy to the frauds, But the master found that Levy 
knew that Gadderer was not a surveyor, and that he was 
paid as such. 

The matter came before the court in November last on an 
application by Levy to be allowed to take out his certificate. 

he application was opposed by the Incorporated Law 
Society, and was refused by the court, the Lord Chief Justice 
remarking that ‘on a former occasion they had said that he 
must satisfy them that he had retrieved his character ; but it 
appeared that he had made an affidavit that, neither directly 
nor indirectly, had he practised as an attorney during the 
interval which had elapsed before his application, and it 
turned out that this was untrue. There was an office in 
which the principal was a man of straw, and Levy himself 
was the active party, bringing in most of the business and 
receiving ashare in the profits. What was that but indirectly 
carrying on business as an attorney Then there was the 
transaction as to Gadderer, and the extortion of money from 
the defendant as the fees of a pretended surveyor, who 
was not a surveyor at all, It was impossible not to seo that 
Levy must havs known that the production of Gadderer as 
& surveyor was a piece of iniquity, and yet he afterwards 
swore an affidavit of payment of the expenses of the witness 
48 a surveyor,” 

The Law Society now applied to have Levy struck off the 


8. 

ee ga Q.C, and Afurray, for the Incorporated Law 
y. 

Levy conducted his own defence, and urged that merely 


receiving a commission was not directly or indirectly prac- 
tising; and that, as to the other matters, Lind and Levite, 
and not himself, were responsible. As to the charge for 
Gadderer, he said he had not originally obtained him asa 
witness. 

Cocxsvrn, C.J.—No part of the fonctions that this court 
is called upon to perform is more painful to myself and to 
my learned brothers than when we are called upon to exer« 
cise our jurisdiction over members of the profession of at~ 
torneys, and to visit them with heavy penalties for miscon~ 
duct, but I am quite sure that the whole of that profession 
will rather be glad than otherwise that the court should, by 
the exercise of its jurisdiction in that respect, purge the pro- 
fession of any one who is unworthy of belonging to it. When I 
lcok at the transactions which this discussion has disclosed, en- 
tered into and carried out by persons united together in such an 
office as that of which Mr. Levy (unfortunately for himself) was 
@ prominent and active member, and when I see the amount 
of mischief which such an office, carrying on business with 
such principles, may be the means of creating, I feel that we 
must steel our hearts against any of those considerations of 
leniency and mercy which we might otherwise be disposed to 
show, and which would make us indisposed to strike a gentle- 
man off the Rolls and shut him out from the exercise of the 
profession which he has hitherto adopted, and we must per~ 
form our duty if asufficiently strong case arises for our in- 
terference. In my opinion this is a csse which calls for it. 
I do not desire to add anything to what I stated on the former 
occasion, and which has been read to me by Mr. Thesiger. 
It appears to me that it is impossible to come to any other 
conclusion than that Mr. Levy did indirectly act as an at- 
torney, which he must perfectly well have known he was not 
justified in doing, and that in the course of that practice, and 
at all events in one transaction, he wasguilty of conduct which 
calls for our censure and reprobation, and which makes 
him, in our judgment, incapable of remaining any longer a 
member of that profession—I mean calling Mr. Gadderer as a 
witness on the trial which has been referred to, when he must 
have known perfectly well that Mr. Gadderer was not what 
he represented himself to be, and what he was going to get 
into the witness box to state he was, he having assumed a 
character which he was not entitled to bear. I cannot look 
upon that as other than as a job to put either fifteen guineas 
into the pocket of Mr. Gadderer, or a portion of it into 
the pockets of the other members of the association] of 
which Mr. Levy was one member. Whether it was Mr. Levy's 
intention to put a part of the money into Mr. Gadderer’s 


pocket, and the rest into Mr. Levy’s pocket, or what the ar- - 


rangem nt was, I do not know, nor do I think for this purpose it 
is very material. It may have been either the one or the other 

but at all events the result was to cast upon the defendant in 
that action a most unjustifiable and unprecedented demand 

which he (the defendant) had to pay. I think under 
those circumstances it is impossible for us to do otherwise 
than make this rvle absolute, 

Me tor, J.—I am of the same opinion, and I only wish 
to add one word, I think there is nothing so important and 
nothing which requires greater vigilance, both on the part of 
the officers of the court and on the part of the court itself, 
than to see that litigation is conducted in a proper way, and 
itis of the highest importance that every anxiety should 
observed in regard to the question of the costs of litigation, in 
order that there may be no sufficient ground for bringing ac- 
Cusations against the law of its being so extravagant with 
regard to the costs of litigation, I think when an opportunity 
arises we ought to express our great desire and dearaiek. 
tion (as far as possible) to keep those matters within proper 
and legitimate bounds. 

Lusn, J.—I am of the same opinion. I regret to say that 
the further discussion of this matter has only confirmed the 
opinion which [ expressed on a former application, that a 
— capable of doing what Mr. Levy has been proved to 

ave done in this case is a person who ought not to be in the 
position of an attorney of this court, and as the duty is com- 
mitted to us of guarding the public against the practices of un- 
scrupulous persons, and as we should be enabling Mr. Levy 

to commit these practices with impunity, and to a consider- 
able extent should be doing injury to the with 
whom he might come in contact, if we allowed him to con- 
tinue in the practice of the fession of an attorney, 
I have come to the same conclusion which has been so feel- 
ingly expressed by the Lord Chief Justice, acting, as I believe, 
under an imperative duty, that we ought not to allow Mr. 
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Levy any longer to have the power of doing what it is proved 
he has done already. 

Qvarn, J.—Not having heard the case before, I have 
brought a mind entirely free and unbiassed to bear upon the 
subject, and having given it the best consideration I have 
been able to do, I must say that I have no difficulty in con- 
curring with the judgment of the court and in thinking that 
this rule should be made absolute; and I do it upon three 
grounds. I think that a man who was engaged in getting a 
place by means of a character given by his own father in the 
way which has been mentioned—a man who could swear 
that he did not practise directly or indirectly, after what we 
have heard to-day as to the way in which he carried on busi- 
ness with Mr. Cooper first, then with Mr. Lind—and lastly, 
being a partner with others in defrauding the defendant in 
the cause of King v. Cole out of fifteen guineas by pretend- 
ing that Mr. Gadderer was a surveyor and getting surveyor’s 
fees for him out of the defendant—I must say that a man who 
could be guilty of such transactions as these ought not, in my 
Opinion, to remain upon the roll of attorneys of this corut. 
Therefore, I agree with the rest of the court that the rule 
should be made absolute, 





COUNTY COURTS. 
BIRMINGHAM, 
(Before H. W. Cots, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
March 11L.— Warren v. Great Western Railway Company, 

A railway company issued tickets on which was printed a 
notice that they were issued subject to the conditions in the 
company’s time-bills, One of those conditions was that the 
company ‘‘do not undertake that the trains shall start or ar- 
rive at the time specified in the bills, nor will they be ac- 
countable for any loss, inconvenience, or injury which may 
arise from delays or detention, unless upon proof that such 
loss, inconvenience, injury, delay, or detention arose in con- 
sequence of the wilful misconduct of the company’s ser- 
vants.”’ 

Held, that this condition, though unjust and unreasonable, was 
binding on a passenger who took a ticket, and protected the 
company from liability to him for the consequence of the un- 
punctuality of the train by which he travelled. 

This was an action in which the plaintiff, a member of 
the bar, sought to recover 32s. for the cost of a carriage 
and pair from Wellington to Morville Hall, near Bridg- 
north, being the expense he was put to by an alleged 
breach of contract on the part of the Gefendants. 

Motteram, appeared for the plaintiff. 

Wightman Wood, for the defendants. 

His Honove.—Thefactsare simple. Itappears that the de- 
fendants by their time-tables, which were put in evidenceand 
admitted, advertised atrain which is timed to leave theirsta- 
tion at Birmingham at 1.38 p.m.,and to arrive at Bridgnorth 
at 4.35, but passengers would have to change at two interme- 
diate stations, viz., at Wellington, where the train should ar- 
rive at 2.53 and leave at 3 p.m., and at Buildwas, where the 
train should arrive at 3.30 p.m. and proceed on at 4.5. 
The train in question is a through train from London. 
The plaintiff on the 6th of August last went, accompanied 
by bis sister, to the defendants’ station in Birmingham in 
good time for this train, and took and paid for his ticket 
to Bridgnorth. The ticket is in evidence, and professes to 
be a ticket from Birmingham to Bridgnorth “ vid Coal- 
brookdale,” and to be issued “subject to the conditions 
stated in the company’s time-bills.” One of these condi- 
tions, which is printed conspicuously on the cover of the 
book containing the time-bills as well as within it, is thus 
expressed, so far as relates to the point now to be decided : 
—* Train-Bills: The published train-bills of this com- 
pany are only intended to fix the time at which passengers 
may be certain to obtain their tickets for any journey from 
the various stations, it being understood that the trains 
shall not start from them Lefore the appointed time, but the 
directors give notice that the company do not undertake 
that the trains sball start or arrive at the time specified in 
the bills; nor will they be accountable for any loss, incon- 
venience, or injury which may arise from delays or deten- 
tion, upless upon proof that snch loss, inconvenience, in- 
jury, delay, or detention arose in consequence of the wilful 
tsieconduct of the company’s servants.” 

I consider that the ticket and the time—or train—bills 
veferred to in it constitute the contract between the par- 





ties, and that, as a general rule, terms on the ticket bind 
the party who accepts it: Stewart v. London and North. 
Western Railway Company (12 W. R. 689). It appears by 
the evidence that the train in question, instead of starting 
from Birmingham at 1.38 p.m., according to the time-bills, 
was so late in arriving from London that it did not start 
from Birmingham until past 2. The plaintiff, after taking 
his ticket, waited for the train on the platform, and, it 
being important to him to arrive at Bridgnorth at 4.35, he 
made inquiries of the company’s station-master, who as- 
sured the plaintiff that he would, by the train he wag 
going by, arrive at Wellington in time to catch the train 
which is timed to leave there at 3 p.m. for Bridgnorth. 
I do not, however, attribute much importance to this con- 
versation with the station-master, nor can I consider that 
it in any way altered the terms of the contract, whatever 
they were, which then existed between the plaintiff and 
the defendants by means of their tickets and time-bills. 
The plaintiff at last started on his journey from Birming- 
ham at a little after 2 p.m., and arrived at Wellington 
about 3.20 instead of 2.53, being a difference of twenty- 
seven minutes. The 3 p.m. train from Wellington to 
Bridgnorth vid Coalbrookdale had then already left, and 
there would be no other train from Wellington to Bridg- 
north vid Coaibrookdale until 6.53, which would arrive at 
7.57 p.m. instead of 4.35. The plaintiff, not choosing to 
be detained nearly four hours at Wellington, hired at once 
a carriage and pair of horses to take him from Wellington 
to Morville Hall, his place of destination, which is only 
about half-a-mile from the Bridgnorth Station, and this 
carriage and pair, with the expenses incidental to it for 
driver and turnpike, cost him the 32s. for which this action 
is brought. 

I should have no doubt whatever concerning the plain- 
tiff’s right to recover this expense from the company if 
the contract consisted of the ticket and time-bills only, 
without the special condition already quoted, which forms 
part thereof, but that condition creates much difficulty, The 
plaintiff has given no evidence to prove that the delay in 
the arrival of the train at Wellington in time for the 3 p.m, 
train from that place to Bridgnorth, arose from the negli- 
gence or misconduct, wilfal or otherwise, of the company’s 
servants, except the fact that the train when it left Bir- 
mingham was twenty-two minutes later than the time aa- 
nounced in the time-tables, and was twenty-seven minutes 
late in arriving at Wellington. But the reason why the 
train was twenty-two minutes late in arriving at Birming- 
ham from London is wholly unexplained by the evidence, 
and I cannot consider the bare fact sufficient in itself to 
prove ‘‘ wilful misconduct” on the part of the company’s 
servants. The case then reduces itself to whether the 
special condition is binding on the plaintiff, or can be 
treated as invalid. Mr. Browne, in his treatise on the 
law of carriers, states, with reference to the carriage 
passengers, that a railway company cannot absolve itself 
from the results of negligence in not starting a train by 
stating on the time-tables that the company wilt not hold 
itself responsible for delay or any consequences arising 
therefrom. ‘Any such restrictions or limitations (he 
says) must be reasonable, or they will not be held to be 
warrantable in a court of law’’ (p. 415). But he quotes 
no case in support of this statement except the Nisi Prias 
case of Buckmaster v. The Great Eastern Railway (see 18 
8. J. 973). But the decision so quoted does not appear 
sufficient to support the author’s statement; for the 
company’s ticket in that case stipulated that the company 
should not be liable for any delay in the starting or 
arrival of trains arising “from accident or other cause,” 
aod Mr. Baron Martin held that the words “ other cause | 
must be construed as “other cause of accidental kind,” 
and not aoy other cause whatever; and, therefore, that, 
as the delay was proved to have arisen from the neglect 
of the company’s fireman to light the engine fires in 
proper time, and not from any accident, the company 
were liable. ‘The decision assumed that the condition 
was binding, and merely construed its proper meaning 
and effect. I cannot consider it as an authority for hold- 
ing that a condition like the present one can be rejectod 
for being nnreasonable, when it applies to passenger 
traffic, If the condition applied to the carriage of goods, 
and was unjust or unreasonable, it would be void under 
section 7 of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854. 
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But that section applies to conditions with respect to 
oods traffic only, and not to passenger traffic. 
tion 2 of that Act does apply to traffic generally, and 
every railway company is thereby required to afford “all 
reasonable facilities” with respect to such traffic, and they 
are prohibited from subjecting any particular person, &e., 
‘to any undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage 
in any respect whatever ;” but the only remedy given or 
permitted by the Act is by a complaint to the Court of 
Common Pleas, whose jurisdiction has since, by the late 
Act (36 & 37 Vict. c. 48), been transferred to the Railway 
Commissioners. Ifa railway company proffers unjust and 
unreasonable conditions to passengers, and will nat convey 
_ them by their line unless they submit to them, they act most 
improperly, and a complaint may be made to the Railway 
Commissioners, and this may be done, not only by a private 
individual who is aggrieved, but by a municipal corporation, 
without proof that such corporation is aggrieved (section 
13 of 36 & 37 Vict. c. 48). The Municipal Corporation of 
Birmingham, for instance, can, if they think fit, lodge a 
eomplaint against the Great Western Railway Company 
for acting in contravention of section 2 of the Railway and 
.Canal Traffic Act by imposing on passengers between 
Birmingham and London and the intermediate places un- 
just and unreasonable conditions, and thereby acting so as 
not to afford the “ reasonable facilities” required of them 
by the Act; and the Railway Commissioners may order 
the condition in question to be abrogated or modified. The 
orporation of Birmingham would, I think, do well to 
bring the case of this company before the Railway Com- 
missioners, for it can scarcely be expected that any private 
individnal will do so at his own expense. But in the 
meantime the condition, when accepted by the passenger, 
appears to me to be binding in law, although unjust and 
unreasonable. Before the Railway and Canal Traflic Act, 
@ carrier of goods might make a special contract with a 
customer limiting his responsibility, even in cases of gross 
negligence, misconduct, or fraud on the part of his ser- 
vants: Peck v. North Staffordshire Railway Company, per 
Mr. Justice Blackburn (11 W. R. 1023,10 H. L. Cas. 494), 
where the cases are collected. But by that Act the 
Legislature interfered so far as regards the carriage of 
goods only, and not as regards the carriage of passengers. 
The conditions imposed by a railway company on the car- 
riage of goods must be just and reasonable or they are 
void under the Act. But the conditions imposed on the 
carriage of passengers are not touched by the Act, and are 
as legally binding now, although unreasonable, as all 
special contracts concerning goods were before the Act. 
I infer from the cases of Stewart v. The London and North- 
Western Railway Company (sup.), Hurst v. The Great 
Western Railway Company (13 W. R. 950, 19 C. B. N.S. 
310), and Van Zoli v. The South-Eastern Railway Company 
(10 W. B. 578), that such would be the decision of the 
superior courts if the case should be brought before them. 
I am aware that a contrary opinion has been expressed by 
several judges of county courts for whose abilities and 
learning I entertain the greatest respect.* But several 
other judges of county courts have decided the other way,t 
and none of the decisions bind me, except so far as they 
are consistent with the decisions of the superior courts. 
T have considered whether the condition can properly be 
treated as repugnant to the contents of the time-bills 
-and be rejected on that ground, but I am unable to come 
to a conclusion in the affirmative. I think the condition, 
as it stands, is unjust and unreasonable, and one which, if 
applied to goods traffic, would be void under the statute 
(Peck v. North Staffordshire Railway Company, 11 W. R. 
1023, 10 H. L. Cas. 473). But the law is defective for the 
protection of passenger traffic, and it is for the Legislature 
to remedy the defect.t If this railway company persist 
in imposing this unjust condition on passengers, then an 
application to the Railway Commissioners appears to me 
to be the only available remedy. Even conceding that, 
by implication of law, an obligation is imposed on the 





* Becke v. Great Western Railway Company, 188, 3.972. 
Seo also Parkinson v. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Company, ib, 531. 

t See Russell v. Great Western Railway Company, 18 
8. J. 508. 

t See an article on this subject in 18 S. J. 961, 

















company of using reasonable diligence to be punctual, 
and that they are liable for neglect of that obligation in 
every case of substantial injury resulting from neglect, I 
should not, on the evidence before me, be justified in hold- 
ing that the plaintiff had made out a case simply because 
the train occupied, in its journey from London to Birming- 
ham, twenty-two minutes, and in its journey from Birm- 
ingham to Wellington, five minutes more than the times 
appearing by the time-tables. I am therefore compelled 
to decide against the plaintiff, and shall give a verdict for 
the defendants without costs, and I will give the plaintiff 
leave to appeal if he wishes it. 

Solicitor for the plaintiff, Crowther Davies. 

Solicitor for the defendants, R. R. Nelson. 





BIRKENHEAD, 
(Before Mr. Grumovur, Deputy Judge). 
April 9.—Re Grindrod. 
Liquidation by arrangement—Statement of debtor’s affairs. 


Jonathan Grindrod the younger, of The Parade, Parkgate, 
filed a petition under the 125th and 126th sections of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, on the 4th of March, his schedule 
showing a total indebtedness of £212 3s. 5d. The cred- 
itors held a meeting on the 19th ult., which was adjourned 
till the 2nd ult., when it was resolved that the debtor's 
affairs should be liquidated by arrangement, and not in 
bankruptcy. A trustee was appointed, and it was resolved 
that the debtor should have his discharge on paying the 
trustee £20. . As it appeared that no statement of the 
debtor’s affairs had been laid before the meeting, the re- 
gistrar refused to register the resolutions. 

Crozier now applied to his honour to order the registrar 
to register the resolutions, stating that it had been held by 
the county court judge, at Liverpool, that in a case of liquie 
dation no statement was necessary. 

His Honovr referred to Re Sydney and Wiggins, 23 W. Re 
205, in which case, the proceedings being under section 126, 
the court held that the registrar had no power to register 
a resolution passed under the circumstances ; and said that 
a statement ought to have been filed, and the registrar’s 
decision was right. 








Parliament and Leqislatian. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
April 23.—Private BILts. 

Lord RepsspaLE moved “ That no private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time 
after Thursday, the 17th day of June next; that no Bill 
authorizing any enclosure of lands under special report 
of the Enclosure Commissioners for England and Wales, 
or confirming any scheme of the Charity Commissioners 
for England and Wales, shall be read a second time after 
Friday, the 18th day of June next ; that no Bill confirm- 
ing any provisional order shall be read a second time after 
Friday, the 18th day of June next; that when a Bill shall 
have passed this House with amendments these orders 
shall not apply to any new Bill sent up from the House of 
Commons which the Chairman of Committees shal] report 
to the House is substantially the same as the Bill so 
amended.’’—The motion was agreed to. 

Suprem® Court or Juprcatur® Acr (1873) AMENDMENT. 

Their lordships went into committee on the Bill, and 
clauses up to 3 inclusive were agreed to. 

On clause 4, Lord Conreiper said that the proposal 
in the clause to remove from the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council two out of its four paid members was 
open to objection. He was aware of the amendment which 
his noble and learned friend intended to move with the 
view of compensating the Judicial Committee for the loss 
of those two members, viz., that one or both of the Lords 
Justices might attend the sittings of that committee. 
But the two Lords Justices were to be members of the 
intermediate Court of Appeal, To this court more than 
any other we should have to look for the moulding of the 
Judicature Act of 1873, and the bringing of it into good 
working order. Was it well, therefore, to weaken this 
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court by imposing on two of its members the performance 
of duties on the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council ? 
Neither the judges nor the profession would be satisfied with 
the decisions of a tribunal such as his noble and learned 
friend proposed to constitute if he weakened the number of 
its members in the way proposed. He should be glad if his 
noble and learned friend could see his way to making a rule 
that in the intermediate Court of Appeal there should be 
some judges sitting from the common law side of the High 
Court and some judges from the equity side of the High 
Court. He would call atiention to one other point. In the 
Act appointing the four paid members of the Judicial Com- 
mittee it was provided that their services should be placed 
at the disposal of the State for any “Supreme Court of Ap- 
peal” which might be established. Now the appeal court 
constituted by this Bill was not a supreme court.—Lord 
HATHERLEY thonght the intermediate court should be made 
as strong as possible, with the view of diminishing the prob- 
ability of cases being carried farther.—The Lorp Cuax- 
CELLO said in consequence of the abolition of the Exchequer 
Chamber and of the regulation by which a smaller number 
of the common law judges could sit in banco, the three chiefs 
thought that each of them would be able to sit in the court 
of appeal for not less than six weeks in each year, and the 
Master of the Rolls thought he would be able to sit for the 
same period, That gave twenty-four weeks for the ex-officio 
members, not counting the Lord Chancellor. He thought, 
therefore, the judicial strength of the Court of Appeal might 
be regarded as equal to six members always ready to attend. 
He did not want to revive the discussion of the question 
of what was the best number of members for a Court of 
Final Appeal; but it had always seemed to him that the 
choice lay between three and five. The late Lord Kingsdown 
had the strongest opinion that the best number was three. 
He was desirous that next session, when Parliament came to 
consider the question of the tribunal which onght to be 
charged with the hearing of final appeals, Parliament should 
have four salaried judicial officers unaffected by the provisions 
of this Bill—Lord Sztzorne did not think the amendment 
with regard to the Lords Justices was necessary.—The Lorp 
CHANCELLOR would move as an amendment the omission of 
lines 8 to 11 in clause 4 (page 3) in order to insert the following : 
** One or more of the Lords Justices of Appeal shall, as far as 
may be necessary, and as far as the state of business in the 
Court of Appeal may admit, attend the sittings of the 
judicial committee.”—The amendment was then agreed to, 
and the clause, as amended, was added to the- Bill.—Lord 
WisMakLeicH wished to call attention to clause 16 which 
would authorize new rules, contained in the schedule, that 
would abolish the rights and privileges reserved to the 
Court of Common Pleas of Lancaster by the 78th section of 
the Judicatare Act of 1873. It was not just to abolish those 
rights and privileges.—Lord Setzonne said that according to 
the rules as they now stood an action commenced in the 
Court of Common Pleas at Lancaster might, at the option of 
any one of the litigants, be removed from that court. He 
hoped the Lord Chancellor would consider this matter before 
the Bill passed and communicate with the judges, and it 
would be satisfactory to learn that he had been able to pro- 
pose 2 modification which would in substance preserve to the 
inhabitants of the County Palatine the same facilities for 
local procedure which they had hitherto enjoyed. —The Loup 
CHanceLion said be bad always been of opinion that con- 
siderably larger local powers should be reserved to the Court 
of Common Pleas of Lancaster and the district registries 
which came within its jurisdiction. He was nut prepared to 
ive an Opinion as to what those ampler powers should be, 
t he would promise careful consideration to any suggestions 
which might be made by those who were interested in the 
quettion.—The clause was then added to the Bill, and the 
Other amendments having been agreed to, the Bill passed 
through committee. 
Country Covers. 


This Bill passed through committee. 

April 26-—Tuz Ticuvonxy Casn, 

Lord Corznivorn dchended himself from the charge made 
agains, him by Dr. Kenealy of having used letters in the 
evare A crom-examination in the trial in the Common Pleas 
knowing them to be forged. The facts were, he said, that 
Mrs, Vittendreigh brought to Mr. Dobineon what purported 
be & correspondence between herself and the Claimant. 
The Claimant's portion of the correspondence was submitted 





to the examination of Mr. Chabot, and Mr. Dobinson told 
him (Lord Coleridge) the purport of it. As to two of the 
letters Mr. Chabot was satisfied they were in the Claimant’s 
handwriting ; as to a third he had doubt ; and as to the 
fourth it had been written over pencil], and who had written 
the pencil writing it was impossible for him to say. He 
(Lord Coleridge) formed the opinion that it was at least likely 
that all the letters might be genuine, and he thought it was 
his duty to test the whole of that correspondence. He put 
the letters into the Claimant’s hands, and asked him whether 
he had written each of those letters, and he admitted that 
he had written the whole of them. After a time he recoiled 
from his first admission, and denied that he had written two 
ofthem, Subsequently, it became plain that Mrs, Pittendreigh 
had deceived them, and when he came to address the jury he 
withdrew every letter he had put in because they came from 
a tainted source.—The Lorp CHancector said that those 
who had knowledge of Lord Coleridge’s professional and 
public character could have had no doubt, not only that the 
charge made against him was without foundation, but that 
it had not a shred of foundation. 


Rartway Trains REGULATION. 

Lord Repgspate moved the second reading of this Bill, 
He said that there was no actual law compelling a railway 
company to have three classes; but clearly it was the 
intention of Parliament that there should be three classes on 
all lines, and the Bill proposed to secure that the public in 
future should have first, second, and third classes on all 
lines. —After some debate the Bill was rejected on a division 
by 56 to 24, 


Posiic ENTERTAINMENTS (Hours or Oreninc). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


County Covrts. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


April 27.—JvusticEs oF THE PEACE QUALIFICATION, 

Their lordships having gone into committee on this Bill, 
on the suggestion of the Lorp CHANCELLOR, the Earl of 
Albemarle altered an amendment of which he had given 
notice, so as to make the qualification be derived from the 
occupancy of a dwelling-house assessed to the inhabited house 
duty at not less than £100 a year, the conditions annexed 
being occupancy for two years previously to appointment, 
and that the house should have been duly rated for the 
relief of the poor.—This qualification was agreed to, and the 
Bill paesed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
April 23.—Tue Ticnnorne Case, 

Dr. KeNxeaty moved the following resolution :—‘* That an 
humble address be presented to her Majesty, praying her 
Majesty to be graciously pleased to appoint a Royal Com- 
mission, to consist of members of both Houses of Parliament, 
to inquire into the matters complained of with respect to the 
Government prosecution of 7'e Queen v. Castro, and to the 
conduct of the trial at bar and incidents connected there- 
with, and certain incidents of the said trial which have 
occurred subsequent thereto.’—After a long debate the 
motion was rejected by 433 to 1. 


BILLS READ A Finst Time. 

Mr. O’SvuL.ivay brought ina Bill for the better administrae 
tion of justice at petty sessions courts in Ireland. 

Mr. Burr brought in a Bill to make better provision for 
the rating of occupiers in cities, towns, and boroughs in 
Ireland ; and a Bill to assimilate the law regulating the 
municipal franchise in Ireland to that regulating it in 
England. 

April 26.—Pzace Presenvation (InELAND). 

In committee on this Bill, 

Clause 1 (short title) was agreed to. 

On clause 2 (repeal of certain parts of Peace digas 
(Ireland) Act, 1870), a long deoate arose, but, T & 


division on an amendment by Mr, Butt, the clause was 
a 


to, 
On clanse 3 progress was reported, 


Exrrosive Sunsrances, 
This Bill, having been re-committed, was amended, 
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Brsnors’ RestNation Act (1869) PERPETUATION. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Sea FisHenrirs. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
INTERNATIONAL CoPYRIGHT. 

This Bill was read a third time. 

April 28.—Lazovurers’ CoTTAGEs. 

Mr. Morey brought in a Bill to enable the Public Works 
Loan Commissioners to make advances to the limited owners 
of entailed estates for the building and improvement of 
Jabourers’ cottages. 

Pusiic Liprarres Acts AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
EXxPrLosivE SuBsTANCES. 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Bank Hourpays Act (1871) Extension AND AMEND- 
MENT. 
This Bill was read a third time. 








Heqal Ltenss. 


It is announced that the Home Secretary will on Monday 
next bring in a Bill for the further security of the persons 
of her Majesty’s subjects from personal violence. 

A telegram inthe 7imes announces that Mr. Edward 
Pierrepont, of New York, is appointed Attorney-General 
of the United States, succeeding Mr. Williams, resigned. 

The members of the bar of the Midland Circuit have 
invited Mr. Justice Field to a dinner, to be given at 
Willis’s Rooms, on Wednesday, May 5, to celebrate his 
elevation to the judicial bench. 

The Select Committee for Inquiring into the Operation 
of the Acts for the Prevention of Corrupt Practices at 
Elections have passed a resolution—“ That no evidence 
be received, or question put to witnesses, impugning the 
decisions of the election judges in particular cases.” 


In answer to Mr. Goldsmid, the First Commissioner of 
Works said on Monday that the progress with the new Law 
Courts had not been what was expected ; but the delay had 
arisen in a great measure from the very severe weather 
which prevailed during the winter months. The east block 
‘was up to the first floor. 


It is stated that the oldest lawyer in the world is Mr. 
Albert Herring, of New York, who has been recently in- 
terviewed by a correspondent of the New York Herald. He 
was born at Stratford, Conn., July 8, 1777, and is now in 
his ninety-eighth year. He studied law in New York with 
the ‘‘old oracle of law,’ Judge Samuel Jones, and was 
admitted to the bar in December, 1799, when the popula- 
tion of the city was scarcely fifty thousand. 


On Thursday last petitions were presented to the House 
of Lords by the Marquis of Ripon from the Wakefield Law 
Society, from the Nawentilo-an: tyes Incorporated Law 
Society, and Leeds Incorporated Law Society, praying that 
order 35, rules 1,5, and 12, and order 54 of the schedule to 
the Judicature Act Amendment Bill may be amended ; a'so 
from attorneys and solicitors practising in Sheffield, praying 
that the rules and orders may be amended. 


A correspondent signing himself “ Vi Victis " writes with 
reference to the paragraph in our last issue: “ Mr. Horace 
Watson, barrister, Solicitor to the Commissioners of Woods, 
Forests, and Land Revenues, has been appointed to be one 
of the three English membersof the Anglo-French Joint Com- 
mission on the scheme for a tunnel under the English 
Channel ’—‘' Is it wise for our rulers to entertain such a 
project? Are not we already near enough to the French 
shore ?” 

On Wednesday, being tho grand day in Easter Term, the 
treasurer and benchers of the Middle Temple entertained, 
according to custom, the judges and othor guests at dinner, 
The treasurer (Mr. George Tae, Q.C.) presided, and the 
guests incladed the Master of the Temple, Lord Lawrence, 

4 Monoreiff, Mr. Walpole, M.P., Mr, Mowbray, M.P., 
Baron Amphlett, Mr. Justice Huddleston, the Lord Advo- 





cate, M.P., Lord Neaves, Lord Shand, Mr. Adolphus 
Liddell, Q.C., and Mr. Beresford Hope, M.P. 

The Irish Law Times states that at a meeting of Belfast 
solicitors, held on the 20th ult., Mr. Wm. Harper in the 
chair, a committee was appointed to wait as a deputation on 
the Lord Chancellor, the Chief Secretary and law officers of 
Ireland, and also upon the Belfast Town Council and its law 
committee, to show the urgent necessity which exists for 
adopting in Ireland the English system of having lawyers 
only appointed as resident magistrates, and of having two 
barristers nominated to discharge the duties of police magis- 
trates and legal assessors in aid of the borough justices of 
Belfast. 

On Monday a deputation, acompanied by Mr. Gorst, 
M.P., Mr. Torr, M.P., and Mr. Starkie, M.P., had an inter- 
view with Mr. W. H. Smith, M.P., at the Treasury, on the 
subject of the taxation of costs by the Treasury. It was 
stated by the deputation that the disallowances which were 
made by the Treasury were in many cases unfavourable to 
the due administration of justice. Mr. Birley, chairman 
of the finance committee of Lancashire, said that during 
the last three years, out of a total expenditure at quarter 
sessions of £20,000, only £40 had been disallowed ; whereas 
if the new scheme came into effect, for the last half-year, 
out of £5,500, £230 would be disallowed. It was contended 
that it was not right for men sitting in an office in London 
to review costs which were in the cognizance only of the 
local authorities, who were the proper parties to say whe- 
ther the costs incurred where sufficient or not. Mr. W. H. 
Smith, in reply, said the matter should have the attentive 
consideration of the Government, who were very desirous to 
co-operate with the local authorities, and to avoid anything 
like a collision. At the same time he was charged with the 
spending of public money, and he was obliged to look care- 
fully after it. : 

On Tuesday, a judge of the Royal Court of Jersey was 
elected, a vacancy having occurred bv the resignation of Judge 
Dumaresque, who had been allowed to retire on the plea of ill- 
health. Every ratepayer, says the Times, was eligible for the 
office, neither legal qualification nor money qualification be- 
ing required, the only restriction extant being contained in an 
ordinance upwards of four centuries old, which expressly de- 
clares that “no person shall be eligible to be chosen as a 
judge who is not of known loyalty and good affection to the 
(Eaglish) Government, and of orthodox principles in matters 
relating to the Church of England.” Polling places were 
provided in each of the twelve parishes, and were i 
over by the judges and the Crown officers, assisted by the 
constables of the parishes. In former years, up to 1831, the 
elections were held on Sundays, and the votes were taken at 
church gates as the congregations left morning service. Dur- 
ing the existence of the Rose and Laurel parties (Liberal and 
Tory), which died out about 1853, the elections of judges 
were occasions on which party spirit ran exceedingly high, 
and scenes of the greatest disorder were often witnessed. In 
the absence of all party spirit or any electioneering cry, the 
proceedings have now become comparatively tame, the electors 
voting merely according to their pezsonal like or dislike of the 
candidates. There were three candidates on Tuesday—Mr. 
Augustus Aspley Le Gros, Mr. Clement Nicolle, and Mr. 
William Bisson, Mr. Le Gros was the popular candidate, 
and was retarned by an overwhelming majority. 





Caurt Papers. 


QUEEN'S BENCH. 
Eastsr Trea. 

This court will on Monday, the 10th, and Tuesday, the 
llth days of May next, hold sittings, and will proceed in 
disposing of the cases in the New Trial, Special, and 
Crown Papers, and any other matters then pending, and 
will give judgment in cases then standing for judgment. 


COUNTY COURTS, 

I, the Right Honourable Hugh MocCalmont, Baron 
Cairne, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do, under 
the powers vested in me by the County Court Rales, 
hereby order that the offices of the county courts may be 
closed on the seventeenth day of May, 1875, 

Given under my hand this twenty-second day of Apeil, 
1875. Carans, C. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES, 


Last Quotation, April 30, 1875, 
RAILWAY STOCK. 





\Paid.'Closing Price 


- - —— eee 


| Railways. 
—— | ——____-_________ 
Stock Bristol and Exeter ......cccccsscscsessersecesveveseres 
Steck Caledonian 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western .....0.00..00 seeeee 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sesccssess. 
Stock Great Northern . 
Stock Do., A Stock*.... 
Stock Great Southern and 
Stock Great Western—Original 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire  .......ccccccscseesere 
Stock London, Brighton, and Sonth Coast 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover..... 
Stock London and North-Western ... 
Stock London and South Western............ . 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .......00+ 
Stock Metropolitan ...... 
Stock Do., District 
Stock Midland 

















Stock North London..........s000 
Stock North Staffordshire ... 
Stock South Devon 
Stock South-Eastern ............c0esee- 





100 | 


Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENC®. 

The Bank rate is unchanged. The proportion of reserve 
to liabilities has fallen from 392 per cent. last week to 39 per 
cent. this week. The homerailway market kas been very active 
since the commencement of this week, and prices have ad- 
vanced, especially as regards the northern lines. The tone 
of the foreign market has also improved, and prices on 
Thursday had advanced somewhat. Consols closed on that 
day 93} to Z for money, and 933 for the account. 

The prospectus of the Patent Davit and Boat Detaching 
Company states that the object for which the company has 
been established is to purchase of Mr. Frederick Young his 


and Belgium, for the manufacture of his highly meritorious 
apparatus for carrying, lowering, raising, and disengaging 


ships’ boats—matters of vast national interest, as many | 


thousands of lives are sacrificed annually in consequence of | 4 ietratia Direct Steam Navigation Company, Limited.—By an order 


the want of proper facilities on ship-board for perform- 
ing these operations with that efficiency which their 
great and admitted importance ought to secure. 

A pampblet has been issued by Sir Hugh Allan, containing 
correspondence respecting Canadian Railway enterprizes, 
with his comments, and a variety of interesting statistics. 
Asketch map of Canadian railways accompanies it, and 
particulars of the Montreal Northern Colonization Rail- 
way which he advocates are given. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

Bapcock—April 28, at 101, St. George’s.square, S.W., the 
wife of Isaac Badcock, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Bawtzer—April 24, at Witham, Essex, the wife of Frank 
P. Bawtree, solicitor, of a son. 

Burien—aApril 24, at 2, Belsize-road, N.W., the wife of Ed- 
ward U. Bullen, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, of a 
807i. 

Harris—April 20, at Croft Lodge, Acton, Middlesex, the wife 
of Stanley W. Harris, solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

Breanp—West—April 28, at St. Augustine's Church, High- 
bury New-park, Walter James Westcott Beard, solicitor, to 
Annie Florence, daughter of Henry West, of Highbury-hill. 

Dusx—Maxrsuman--April 21, at St. Jude’s, South Kensington 
Edward Julyan Dunn, of the Middle Temple, barrister 
atlaw, to Edith, daughter of John Clark Marshman, C,S.L., 
of Palace-gardens, Kensington. 

GurexrizLp—Powett—April 29, at Gospel Oak Chapel, 
London, Basil ¥.. Greenfield, Abchurch-lane, solicitor, to Mary 
Louisa, eldest daughter of G. H. Powell, of Cedar Lawn, 
Hampstead-heath, and Lime-street, E.0. 

Mosrz—Praxe—April 25, at Wanstead, George Edward 
Moser, solicitor, Kendal, to Marion, second daughter of 
Robert Peake, of Snaresbrook. 

DEATHS, 

Brown-—April 26, at Uppingham, Thomas Brown, solicitor, 
aged 77, 

J omzs—April 25, John Jones, 12, South-aquare, Gray’s-inn, 
aged 51. 








GrREENE—April 21, at Baddow Hall, Essex, Henry Thos. Webb: 
Greene, barrister-at-law, the eldest son of Thos. W. Greene, 


Qc. 

Mitts—April 17, at 25, Iffley-road, Oxford, Francis Barton 
Mills, solicitor, aged 74. 

Mossor—April 13, Clara, the wife of Richard Peele Mossop,. 
solicitor, Holbeach, aged 30. 

TyrER—April 27, at Geneva, William Kenney Tyrer, of Liver. 
pool, solicitor, aged 60. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 


By Mr. E. Roprns. 
Portman-square—No. 13, Upper Berkeley-street, term 57 years 
—sold for £2,380. 
Enfield, near to—A pair of freehold cottages and plot of land— 
sold for £600. 
By Messrs. TURNER & RupGs. 
Sussex, near Newhaven—The Tarring Court and Neville Farms, 
containing 910a. 3r. 2p., freehold—sold for £22,000. 
Surrey.—Lingfield—A tithe rent charge of £71 per annum— 
sold for £1,300. 
By Messrs. Dantet Suitu, Son, & OAKLEY. 
Battersea-park—Two enclosures of building land, about 81,750 
feet, freehold—sold for £4,300. 


' Regent-circus—No. 111, Oxford-street, and No. 2724, Regent- 


street, term 46 years—sold for £6,510. 
se" aol 50, Lisson-grove, term 10 years—sold for 


Tottenham—Freehold ground-rents of £110 per annum—sol@® 
for £2,300. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Tourspay, April 27, 1875. 

LIMITED iN CHANCERY. 


| Aldershot Brick and Tile Wo ks Company, Limite1.—The M.R. has, 
patent rights for the United Kingiom, Germany, France, 


by an order dated April 9, appointed William Heary MeCreight, 
Raymond bui dings, Gray’s inn, io be official liquidator. Creditors 
are required, on or before May 24, to send their names and addresses,. 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above., Monday, 
Jon27, at il, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims. 


made by the M.R., dated April 17, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Lowless and Co, Martin's lane, Cannon st, 

* solicitors for the petitioners. 

Cornish Consolidated Iron Mines Corporation, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented April 24, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins on May 7. Cope and Co, Great George st, Westminster, soli- 
citors for the petitioner. 

E. Broquant and Company, Limited.—Ry an order made by the M.R., 
dated March 20, it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Greatorex, Chancery lane, solicitor for the petitioners, 

General South American Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
V.C. Malins, dated April 16,it was ordered that the voluntary wind- 
ing up of the above company be continued, and that George Augustus 
Cape and Juhn Adolph Schwank be continued as liquidators, Abra- 
hams and Roffey, Old Jewry, so'icitors for the liquidators. 

Imperial Mineral Water Company, Limited.—V.0. Malins has, by an 
order dated Jan 27, appointed Frederick Gardner, Abechurch lane, to 
be official Jiquidator. Creditors are required, on or befure May 3}, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to the above. June 7, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Petersburg and Viborg Gas Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Apri) 24, direcied to be heard before V.C, Malinson 
May 7. Lowless and Co, Martin’s Jane, Canaon st, solicitors for the 
petitioner. 

Snowdon Slate Quarries Company, Limited.—By an order mada by V.C. 
Hall, dated April 16, it was ordered thar the volantary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Webb, Queen Victoria st, solicitor 
for the petitioners. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Toespay, April 27, 1875, 
Cambrian Friendly Socic'y, Uianrhyetyd, Cartigan, April 15 
East Harptree Friendly Society, Waldegrave Arms Ion, East Harptree, 
Somerset. April i7 
Pill Friendly Society, King’s Arma Lan, Easton-tu-Gordano, Somersete 
April 19 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fava, April 23, 1875. 
Belben, James, Yeovil, Somerset, General Morchant. May 12, Quekett 
v Score, V.C. Bacon. Loggin, Bridport 
Clay, John, Davies st, Berkeley square, Coal Merchant. May 24, Clay 
v Coles, V.C. Hall. Goren, Svuth Moiton st, Oxford st 
Davies, Daniel, Cardigan, Dissenting Minister, May 20, 
Evans, M.R. Peacock, South square, Gray's inn 
Edwards, Thomas, Nixol, Suffolk, Gent, June 1, Coote v Edwards, 
V.C. Malina. Humphreys, King’s Bouch walk, Témpie 
Fenn, Henry, St Pant’s alley, Pavernoster row, Hair Dresser, May 15. 
Fenn v Fenn, V.C, Bacon, Wickens, Palmerston buildings, ole 
Broad at 


Ferrior ¥ 
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Hum , Ozias, Hotham, near Melbourne, Australia, Esq. Oct 1. 
Humphry v Crawford, M.R. Buckler and Co, Fenchurch st 
Jones, aay Gawcott, Buckingham, May 7. Hawkins v Humfrey, 
V.C. Malins 
Lucey, Georgina Jones, Bramah rd, Brixton. May 26. Lucey v Lucey, 
v.c. Hall. Jenkinson, Eastcheap 
na, Alexander, Bridge of Bladnoch, Wigtown. May 31. Weir v 
McMeeken. V.C. Hall. Robinson, Fleet st 
McMeeken, William, Manor st, Clapham, May 31. Weir v McMeeken, 
V.C. Hall. Robinson, Fleet st 
Mutlow, Benjamin, Ledbury, Hereford, Gent. May 24. Mutlow v 
Mutlow, M.R. ‘attershall, Great James st, Bedford row 
Pullmger, William, Farnham, Surrey, Grocer. May 28. Knight v 
Pullinger, V.C. Bacon. Ward, Farnham 
Red Sea, steamship. June 1, City of Cork Steam Packet Company 
Limited v Dent, V.C. Hall. ’ 
Sherley, Frede'ick, Ealing, Middlesex, Land Surveyor. May 13. Eves 
vSherley, V.C. Malins. Woodbridge, Uxbridge 
Walpole, John Lee, South st, Finsbury, Gent, May 21. Ball v Jones, 
y.C. Malins. Farmer, Pancras lane : 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipay, April 23, 1875. 

Aistrop, John Henry, Mareham-on-the-Hill, Lincoln, Farmer. June 8, 
Clitherow, Horncastle 

Ashworth, John, Hartington, Derby, Gent. May 15. Tyrer and 
Co, Liverpool 

Austin, Caroline, Hitchin, Hertford. July 24. Wade-Gery, Shefford 

Bergonzi, Ann Mary, Boulogne-sur-Mer, France, May 31. Kersey 
and Co, Old Jewry 

Bridger, William, Yarmouth, Isle of Wight, Esq. Junel. Clarke and 
Oo, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Claget, Horatio, Lowndes st, Belgrave square, Esq. May 25. Wadeson 
and Malleson, Austin friars 

Coombs, James. Bowness, Westmorland, Innkeeper. May 21. Fisher 
and Gatey, Windermere 

Cotton, Ber jamin, Freshwater, Isle of Wight, Esq. June2l. Eldridge 
and Son, Newport 

Courtier, John, Wantage, Berks, Gent. June 30. Gear and Co, Exeter 
Ccve, Rev Edward, ,Thoresway, Lincoln, July 5. Daubney and Co, 
Market Rasen 

Crook, Charles, Hungerford, Berks, Chemist. June 3. Goulter, Han- 
gerford 

Cropper, Franc2s, Hundlety, Lincoln, May 31, Mason and Falkner, 
Louth 


Cross, George Robert, Taplow, Buckingham, Farmer. June 24. 
Darvill and Co, New Windsor 

Disley, Henry, Liverpool, Hay Dealer. May 18. Teebay and Lynch, 
Liverpool 

Doyle, Patrick James, Liverpool, Provision Agent. May 19. Yates 
and Co, Liverpool 

Driffield, William, Keelby, Lincoln. May 31. Mason and Falkner, 


Louth 
Finch, John Samuel, Essex, Gent. Junel4. Surridge and Hunt, 
Romford 
Floyde, William, Alphington, Devon, Gent. July!, Huggins, Exeter 
Gillespie, William, Liverpool, Shipwright. Junel., Wilson, Liver- 


poo! 

Gilbert, John, Beaconsfield, Buckingham, Esq. May 31. Charsley, 
Beaconsfield 

Glue, Alfred, Peterborough, Chemist, June 1. Deacon and Wilkins, 
Peterborough 

Hands, Benjamin, Sydenham, Kent,Gent. June 12, Strong, Jewin st, 
Cripplegate 

Hare, yr Elizabeth, Hundleby, Lincoln. May 31. Mason and Falk- 
ner, Lout 

Hegginbottam. John, Whitfield, Glossop, Derby, Mechanic. June 1. 
Johnson, Stockport 

Hitchin, Join, Northwich, Cheshire, Publican. June. Cheshire 
and Son. Northwich 

Holmes, Rupert, Birmingham, Gent, Mey 21. Kitson, Wolver- 
hampton 

Hunt, Roger, Lower Clapton, Esq. June}. Devonshire, Frederick's 
place, Old Jewry 

Key, John Sayers, Wallasey, Cheshire, Gent. May 19. Tyrer and Co, 
Liverpool 

King, Henry, Richmond rd, Dalston, Gent. May 30. Letts, Bartlett's 
buildings 

Leeke, Mary, Fulstow, Lincoln, May 3), Mason and Falkner, Louth 

Lowden, William, Commercial rd, Lambeth, Tailor. May 31. Brough- 
ton, Finsbury square 

March, Sarah, Dorking, Surrey. May 20. Cnampion, Brighton 

Millet, Cecilia, Beaconsfield, Buckingh May 31. Charsley, Bea- 
consfiela 

Morgan, Matilda Henri¢tta, Brighton, Sussex. June 1. Leman and 
Co, Linco)n’s inn fislds 

Morley, Smith, Burgh-le-Marsh, Lincoln, Farmer, May3), Mason 
and Falkner, Louth 

Norris, John, Sion hill, Isleworth, Farmer. June 8. Woodbridge and 
. Son, Clifford’s inn, Fleet st 

O'Malley, John Charles, Brick court, Temple, Barrister at Law. June 
21. Hickiin and Washington, Trinity square, Southw ark 

Pakenham, Hon Lady Kmily, Langford Lodge, Antrim, June 24, 
Whyte and Co, Bedford row 

Sadler, Edward, Cheltenham,G‘oucester, Tinman, May 1. Sole, Chel- 


tenham 
Shailer, Frederick Jackson, Broadway, Worcester, Estate Agent, May 
* 20, New and Co, Evesham 
Taylor, Joon, Daubhill, Lancashire, Shop Keeper. May 8. Dawson and 
werolt, Bolton 
Tennison, Thomas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Coal Merchant. May 24, 
Laverack, Hull 
Ward, Caroline, Oberstein rd, New Wandsworth, May 21, Hicklin 
and Washington, Trinity square, Southwark 
Whitfleld, Thomas, Hamsey, Sussex, Eaq. July t, Gell, Lewos 
dpkg Francis, Conisholme, Lincoln, Farmer, May 25, Allison, 








Wing, Vincent, Christchurch, Ilants, Esq. June 21. Wing and Du 
Cane, Gray’s inn square 
Witchell, William, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. June24. Goulter, Hunger- 


fo: 

Wulff, Sarah, Charlton, Kent. June 17. Waltersand Co, New square, 
Lincoin’s inn 

Yearwood, Heory, Milbourne grove, Gilston rd, Brompton. May 20. 
Mackeson and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Baakrupts. 
Fripay, April 23, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to th? Registrar. 
To Surrender in Loadoun. . 
Johnson, Frederick, St George's st east, Outfitter. Pet April 19. 
Brougham. May 5 atl 


To Sarrender in the Countrv. 

Batty, William Waddingham, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Oil Merchant. 
Pet April 20. Kendall. Great Yarm uth, May 10at IL 

Dixon, Frederick Samuel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Pet April 19. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, May 8 at 12 

Leytand, Luke Swallow, Stockport, Cheshire, Apothecary. Pet April 
19. Hyde. Stockport, May 10 at Il 

Pulford, George, juzn, Martham, Norfolk, no occupation. Pet April 20. 
Kendal!. Great Yarmouth, May 11 at 1! 


Toespay, April 27, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to tue Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Antoniadi, John, Manchester, Morchaat. Pet April 24. Hulton. 
Manchester, May 13 at 9.30 

Danes, Daniel, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet April 23. 
Russell, Merthyr Tydfil, May 8 at 12 

Gregory, Elisha, Bristol, Builder. Pet April 22, Harley. Bristol, 
May 12 atl 

Lording, William, Blackheath, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 
23. Pitt-Taylor. Greenwich, May 14 at 2 

Schofieid, Joseph, Barnard Caatie, Darbam, Clothier. Pet April 23. 
Archer, Stockton-on-Tees, May 14 at 3 

Sheridan, Timotuy, Towlan, Vurnam, Grocer. Pet April 24. Marshall. 
Durham, May 12 at 12 

— Sir Simeon, Bath, Bart. Pet April 22, Smith. Bath, May 8 
at 


Thomas, William, Northampton, Grocer, Pet April 24. Dennis. 
Northampton, May 12 at 10 

Welsford, Nathanie! Beering, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York, Builder. Pet 
April 24. Archer. Stoc<ten-on-Tees, April !2at3 

Wileox, F H » Northampton, Draper. Pes April 22. Dennis. 
Norihampton, May 11 as 10 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpay, April 23, 1875. 
Winch, Henry, Borough rd, Southwark, Pawodroker. April 14 
Torsvavr, April 27, 1875. 
Vulliamy, Henry, Gracechurch st, Auctioneer. April 14 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Farpar, April 23, 1875. 

Alpe, Philip, Besthorpe, Norfoik, Farmer. May 8at ll at the County 
Court Office, Redwell st, Norwich. Cavell 

Applegate, Philip, Newbury, Berks, Hairdresser. Muay 3 at Il at the 
Wheatsheaf Hotel, Friar st, Reading, Cave, Newbury 

Arnold, Carl, Upper park rd, Haverstock hill, Commercial Clerk. May 
3 at 2 at offices of Howse, Staple inn, Holborn. Morris, Staple iar, 
Holborn 

Attenborough, Gaorge Thomas, Little Newport st, Soho, Draper. May 
12 at 3 at offices of Kent, Red Lion court, Cannon st 

Austin, Daniel, Warlock rd, Paddington, Bailder. Muay 5 at 2 at the 
Altert Hotel, Cornwall rd, Westb»arne park. Fisher 

Aylward, Heary, Gray’s inn 1d, Baser. May 14 at 2 at offices of 
Vanderpump, Gray’s inn sqaara 

Backhouse, Francis Blyth, Sainthorps, Lincoln, Stonemason. May 13 
at 1! at offices of Robbs, Wrawby st, Brigz 

Barnard, Henry, Bristol, Oil Dealer. May 6 at 2.30 at offices of Ware, 
Shannon court, Corn st, Bristol, Beckingham, Bristol 

Bennett, John Edward, and James Glave, Cheapside, Woollen Manu- 
facturers. May 7 at 2 at the Great Northern Railway Station Hotei, 
Wellington st, Leeds. Blewitt and Tyler, New Broad st 

Bishop, Harry, Birmingham, out of business, May 6 at 3 at offices of 
Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Bott, Jown, Bristol, Refreshment House Keeper. May 7 at ll at odices 
of Pitt, Albion chambers, Bristol. Roper, Bristol 

Bull, John Rippin, Whittlesey, Cambridge, Grocer. May 10 at 12 at 
offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterboroagh 

Butler, Alfred, Ealing, Middlesex, Draper. May 5 at 12 at offices of 
Ladbury and Co, Cheavside. Carr and Co, Ba-inghall st 

Carr, Arthur, Birmingham, Commission Merchant. May 4 at 12 at 
offices of Southall and Co, New Hall st, Birmingham 

Chattaway, William Clark, Leamington Priors, Warwiek, Wine Mer 
chant, May 3at 12 at offices of Field, Warwick st, Leamingwa 
Priors 

Clarkson, Joshaa Lord, Burnley, Lancashire, Grocer, May 5 at 3 at 
offices of Nowell, Hargreaves st, Burnley 

Clough, Charles, Dodworth, York, Joiner. May 7 at U1 at offices of 
Didb and Raley, Regent st, Barnsley 

Cook, Charles, Southminster, Essex, Bailder. May 7 at 4 at the King’s 
Head Ion, Southminster, Digby and Co, Maldon 

Cowpe, Edward, Mansfield, Nottingham, Miller, May l0at3 atthe 
Assembly Rooms, Lower pavement, Nottingham. Cranch and Stroud 

Cropley, Clay, Lincotn, Farm Bailiff. May 6 at 12.30 at offices of Bean, 
Chareh yard, Boston 


, Cummine, Henry, Liverpool, Stockbroker, May 12 at 3 at offices of 


Barrel! and Rodway, Lord st, Liverpool! 
Curtis, James Francis, Bristol, Haunting Contractor, May I at Lt at 
ottices of Essery, The Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 
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‘Davies, William Henry, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Butcher. May 8 at 
11 at offiees of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Dedman, William, jun, Claydon, Suffolk, Bricklayer. May 6 at 12 at 
offices of Yulliamy, Tower st, Ipswich 

Dyer, John Ambrose, Falmouth, Cornwall, Nurseryman. May Sat 3 at 
offices of Genn and Nalder, Church st, Falmouth 

Fear, Frank, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Miner, May 8 at3 at the Town 
Hall, Aberystwith. Attwood, Aberystwith 

Fildes, Henry Edward, Liverpool, Law Clerk. May 5 at 2 at offices of 
Danger, Cook st, Liverpool 

Francis, William James, Alpha rd,New cross, Master Mariner. May 19 
at 3 at offices of Ditton, Ironmonger lane 

Godboit, George, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Pabiican. May 6 at 12 at 
offices of Moseley, Ha!l Plain, Great Yarmouth 

Goldsworthy, Thomas, Goguian, Cardigan, Miner. May 8 at 2 at the 
Town Hall, Aberrstwith. Atwood, Aberystwith e 

Gorden, Charles George, Chorlton-upon-Mediock, Lancashire, Sales- 
man, May 6 at ll at offices of Boote and Edgar, George st, Mun- 
chester 

Gresty, Samuel, Manchester, Horse pealer. May 6 at 3 at offices of Rit- 
son, John Dalton st, Manchester 

Grundy, Rey George Frederick, Barton-under Needwood, Stafford. 
May 7 atl st the Midland Sotel, Burton-on-Trent. Hollaud and 
Rigby, Ashborne : 

Hand, Joseph, Liverpool, General Dealer. May 7 at 3 at offices of Vine, 
Dale st, Liverpool. Meadows, Liverpool 

Hawortli, John, Rawtenstall, Lancashire, Confectioner. May 7 at 3 at 
the Manchester Arms Hotel, Corporation st, Manchester. Fletcher, 
Bacup 

Hesd, Robert Thomas, Exeter, Attorney-at-Law. May 6 at 10.30 atthe 
Half Moon Hotel, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 

Henderson, Robert, Brotton, York, Fruiterer. May 4 at 10 at offices of 
Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 

Hines, Edward, Norwich, Engineer. May 10 at 12 at offices of Tillett, 
Castle Meadow, Norwich 

Hobbs, Benjamin, Lambeth walk, Ham Retailer. May 3 at 3 at offices 
of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Holt, Matthew, Manchester, C-rdboard Manufacturer. May 12 at 2 at 
offices of Phillips. Brown st, Manchester 

Hopwood, Edwin, Huddersfizid, York, Wholesale Druggist. May 6 at 
11 at offices of Craven and Sunderland, King st, Huddersfield 


Hunt, George, Preston, Lancashire, Land Agent. May 6 at 3 at offices 


of Buck and Dicksons, Winckley st, Preston 
Johnes, Nicholas, Narberth, Pembroke, General Draper. May 1 at 2 at 
offices of Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 


Jepling, Thomas, Bernard st, Russell square, out of basiness. May 6 at | 


2 at « ffices of Howse, Staple inn, Holborn. Morris, Staple ino, Hel- 


bern 

Kay, Williem, Sonderland, Durham, Boot Maker. May 4 at 1l at 
offices of Renson and Nelson, West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Kipling, Lionel Thompson, Old Compton st, Sono, Tobaccunist. May 8 
at 1 at offices of Cooke, Gray's inn square 

Knight, Kichard, Ruardean hil!, Gloucester, Collier, May 6 at 3 at 
the Lion Hotel, Cinderferd. Jackson, Stroud 


Lavaggi, Angus’in, Great Tower st buildings, General Merchant. May | 


19 at 32 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Treherne and 
Wolferstan, Ironmenger lane, Cheapside 


McCallum, David, Plymouth, Devon, Outfitter. May 7 at 11 at offices : 


of Elworthy and Co, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Macdonald, George, Courtenay rd, Highbury hill park, Captain 
Merchant Navy. May 7 at 2 at offices of Aird, E»stcheap 

Meik ercid, George Buist, and George Mare, Fenchurch s', Steam Ship 
Owners. May 10 at 12 at offices of Ellis and Crossfield, Mark lane 

Miles, James, High st. Shoreditch, Oil Merchant. May 10 at 2 at the 
London Tavern, Bishopszats st within 

Mobsby, Alfred Henry, Cullum st, Merchant. May 3 at 11 at the 
Masons’ Hal! Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basingnall st. Pallen, 
Cloisters, Temp'e 

Morrissey, Michsel, Liverpool, Boot Maker. May 7 at 3 at offices of 
Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 

Nuttall, John, Preston, Laneashire, Iron founder. May 6 at 2 at 
offices of Edelston, Winckiey st, Preston 

Oseman, John, and Richard Osemar, Birmingham, Builders. May 7 at 
12 at offices of Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birminghain 

Piekard, Henry, Combermere 1d, Stocawell, Assistant to a Milk 
Dealer. May 4 at 3 at 29, Carter lane, Doctors’ Cr d 





Piatt, Joho, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. May 6 at 3 at offices of | 


Becke, Market square, Northampton 

Pole, Horace, Chandos st, Strend, Paper Dealer. May 1 at 11 at 
offices of Willis, St Martin's court, Leicester square 

Ready, Kev erry, Hickling, Norfolk. May 6 at 12 at offices of Blake 
and Co, Chantry, Theatre st, Norwich 

Scott, Frencis Wyclifi-, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Iron Merchant. May 
* at 1! at offices of Hill, Queen square, Wolverhampton 

Bhett, Williem, Leckhampton, Glouces’er, Draper’s Assistant, May 7 
at 4 at offices of Pruen. Reagent st, Cheltenham 

Smith, Joeph, Hereford, Plumber. May 7 at 11 at offices of Arthy, 
St Owen’s at, Hereford 

Smith. William, S*alton-in-Furness, Ironmonger. May 7 at 2 at the 
Victoria Hatei, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness. Jackson 

Stoneham, Bernet Leech, Bornham, Essex, Grocer. May 7 at ii at 
ices of Nicholle and Leatherdale, Oid Jewry chambers. Brooke 

Stargess, Jon, New Windsor, Berke, Builcer. May 6 at 2 at offices 
of Durant, Ciareace villas, Wic 

Thwistiethwaite, John, Burnicy, Lancashire, Grocer. May 5 at 11 at 
Ohees of Creeke and Sandy, Chirger m, Rarn'e 

Tomlin, Ji, Naidstune, Bricklayer. May 6 st 2 at offices of Norton 
and Sen, Town Mailing 

Tuckey, Wiliam, Sheersess, Kent, Draper. Muay 7 at 2 at offices of 
Bweine, Cheapeide 

Uysher, George, Lancaster st, Borough rd, Southwark, Wheelwright. 
May | at 10.15 at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile End 

Waters, John Alfred, and Joseph Ashby Kennard, Charies st, Curtain 
16, Shorediteh, Manalacturers A Comumes. May7 at 4’at offices of 
Hedier, Finevary circos 

Watson, Léward Gilbert Rigby, heecles, Buff Ak, Chemist. May 14 at ll 
at Abces of Wright, Qacen wt, Norwich 








Wheeler, William, Southampton, Beer Retailer. May 3 at3 at offices 
of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Williams, John, Carnarvon, Butcher. May 5 at 3 at offices of Jones 
and Roberts, Charch st, Carnarvon 

Williams, Thomas, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Grocer. May 6 at 2 at offices 
of Collins, Broad st, Bristol. Lewis, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wiillshire, George, Minster, Kent, Licensed Victualler. May 15 at 9.30 
at offices of Nind, St Benet place, Gracechurch st 

Tuespay, April 27, 1875. 

Allard, William Thomas, Evesham, Worcester, Maltster. May 8 at 2 
at offices of Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 

Aspinall, Alfred Emile Thiodon, Cambridge st, Pimlico, Stationer. May 
6 at 3 at offices of Arnold, The Exchange, Sonthwark st 

Bacon, James, Church Gresley, Derby, Contractor. May 18 at 11.30 at 
the White Hart Hotel, High st, Burton-upon-Trent. Drewry, Burton- 
npon-Trent 

Bateman, Samuel, Princes st, Barbican, Manufacturer of Infants’ 
Millinery. May 11 at 2 at offices of Carter and Bell, Leadenhall st 

Biggs, William, Maindee, Monmouth, Mason. May 11 at 11 at offices of 
Lloyd, Bank chambers, Newport 

Bolton, Joho William, Halifax, York, Fishmonger. May 10 at 4 at 
offices of Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 

Bottomley, John, Keighley, York, Tobacconist. May 7 at 2.30 at offices 
of Robinson, Victoria chambers, Keighley 

Briggs, John Rushworth, Otley, York, Draper. May 5 at 11 at offices 
of Hardcastle and Barnfather, East parade, Leeds. Hartley, Otley 

Brooks, Robert, Irongate Wharf, Paddington, Omnibus Proprietor. 
May 10 at 10 at the Albert Hotel, Kensington park west. Fisher, 
Asylum rd, Peckham 

Brown, John, Guiseley, York, Cloth Minuafacturer. May 12 at 3 at 
offices of Hutchinson, Piccadilly chambers, Piccadilly, Bradford 

Burgess, Arthur Wellington, Strand, Managing Clerk. May 19 at3 at 
—_ of Holloway, Ball’s Pondrd. Fenton, Albion terrace, Kings- 


ai 

Busbridge, Alfred, Salisbury, Wilts, Grocer. May 12 at 2 at the Guild- 
hall Tavern, Gresham st. Hoddinz, Salisbury 

Burley, George, Sheffield, Draper. May 13 at 11 at offices of Smith, 
North Church st, Sheffield 

Buse, Henry Nicholas, Aberdare, Licensed Victualler. May 11 at 1 at 
offices of Linton and Williams, Canon st, Aberdare 

Chamberlain, Charles Morton Ricketts, Ledbury, Hereford, Solicitor. 
May 10 at 12 at offices of Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worces- 


ter 
| Chambers, John Wakefield, Garrett, Sarrey, Farmer. May 12 at 2 at 


the White Lion Inn, Guildford. Smith. Great James st, Bedford row 

Clough, Joseph, Wigan, Lancashire, Brass Founder. May 15 at II at 
33, King st, Wigan. Lees 

Codling, John, Sheffield, Hotel Keeper. May 11 at 11 at the Cutlers’ 
Hall, Church s+, Shettield. Tattershal!, Sheffield 

Cohen, Emanuel, Liverpool, Mineral Bruker. May 11 at 3 at offices of 
Lupton, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Cook, George, Dorset mews east, Manchester square, Cab Proprietor. 
May 10 at 12 at offices of Sam pson, Marylebone rd 

Crawshaw, Heary, Far nworth, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. May 
10 at 11 at the Spread Eagle Hotel, Corporation st, Manchester. 
Hulton and Son, Bolton 

Cuming, John Bigwood, Trare, Cornwall, Baker, May 7 at 11 at offices 
of Carlyon and Paull, Quay st, Truro 

Crowther, Alien, Stoke-uoon-Trent, Stafford, Dealer in German Yeast. 
May 5 at 3 at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Davies, Anne, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Grocer, May 7 at 2 at offices of 
Smith and Co, Somerset place, Swansea 

Dayian, Ovanes, Manchester, Merchant Shipper. May 14 at 3 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. ILulme and Co, Man- 
chester 

Douglas, John Watson, Liverpool, Mariner. May 11 at 3 at offices of 
Vine, Dale st, Liverpool. Bartlett, Liverpool 

Eastburn, Jobn Edwin, Bradford, York, Hosier, May 7 at 10 at offices 
of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 

Emerson, John, and Thomas Smith, Portswood, Southampton, Omnibus 
Proprietors. May 8 at 12 at offices of Guy, Albion terrace, Soath- 
ampton 

Flavell, Rev Joha Webb, Ridlington, Norfolk. May 10 at 4 at offices 
of Tiilett and Co, 8t Andrew's st, Norwich 

Floyd, Wilkinson, Reeth, York, Clog Maker. May 8 at 12 at offices of 
Robinswn, Richmond 

Fuchs, Karl, Portobello rd north, Kensington, Baker. May 12 at at 
offices of Hawkius, Chancery lane 

Gardner, William, Peterborough, Northampton, Blacksnith. May7at 
12 at offices of Brown and Co, Westgate, Peterborough 

Goudie, Kebert, Birmingham, Ironfouader, May 10 at 12 at the King’s 
Mead Hotel, Worcester st, Birmingham. Edwards 

Green, Charles, and Walter Richard Green, Svanstead, Hertford, 
Builders. May 10a! 4 atthe Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Mason, 
Gresham st 

Greaves, John, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer. May 11 at 2 at the 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, basinghall et. Buchanan, 
Basinghall st 

Gumbieton, John Thomas, Cambridge, Boot Manufacturer. May I at 
at 1 at the Guildhall Tavern, King st, Cheapside, Ellison and 
Burrows, Cambridge 

Hagter, Johu, Frome House, Decorator. May 12 at 3 at offices of 
McCarthy, King st, Frome 

Higgins, Andrew Henry, Long lane, Bermondsey, Physician, May 8 
at 10 at 92, London wall. Crapman 

Hodges, Williain Sperrin, and Samuel Henry Hodges, Chepstow, Mon- 
—_ Wheelwrights. May 5 at 11 at offices of Price, John st, 
Bristol 

Hodgetts, William Benjamin, Pershore, Worcester, Ooal Merchant. 
May 11 at 12 at officss of Corbett, Avena» Hoase, ‘The Cross, Worcester 

Horsfali, James, Leeds, Butcher, May 6 at 3 at offices of Tarner, East 


parade, Leeds 

Kilsby, William, Georgiana st, Camden Towa, Gent. May 11 at 4 at 
offices of Dodd, New Broad at 

Lewis, Jon, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Joiner, May 21 at 2 at oTices of 
Lees, Price st, Birkentiond 

Lewton, Charles Wiittar!, Kastington, Gionsoster, Baker, May 10 a6 
12 at the Subscription tooms, Stroud, Winterbocham, Sor 
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Lilley, James, jan, London rd, Southwark, Corn Dealer. May 13 at 
12 at offices of Arnold, The Hop and Malt Exchange, Southwark st 


Borough 

Lucas, Joseph, Birmingham, Jeweller. May 7 at 3 at offices of Jacques, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 

Mackenzie, George, Swansex, Glamorgan, Travelling Draper. May 10 
at 3 at offices of Davies and Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 

Marshall, Henry, Lisson grove, Marylebone rd, Milliner. May 13 at 2 
po ea Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Miller, King st, Cheap- 


uaa John, Clifton, Bristol, Draper, May 10 at 12 at offices of Han- 
cock and Co, the Guildhall, Bruad st, Bristol. Benson and Thomas, 

Brist 

Mirame, Joshua, High st, Wandsworth, Hosier. May 10 at2 at offices 
of Mirams, New inn, Strand 

Morris, Francis Rickard, and William Morris, Oxford st, Jewellers. 
May 12 at 2 at offices of Cooper and Cass, Portman st 

Page, Charles, Omega place. Alpha rd, Regent’s park, Cab Pr oprietor. 
May 5 at 4 at the Castle, Portugal st, Lincoin’s inn fields. Ablett, 
Cambridge terrace, Hyde park 

Painter, Alfred Albert, Pierre Troquet, and Adolph Berliner, Falcon st, 
Warehousemen. May 11 at 2 at 145, Cheapside. Mason, Gresham st 

Pravisno, Benigno, Birmingham, Merchant, May 11 at,12 at offices of 
Edwards, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Fercy, Ann, and Henry Percy, Birmingham, Ironfounders, May 10 at 
12 at offices of Wood, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Pike, Thomas, Belvedere rd, Lambeth, Bricklayer. May 15 at 12 at 
offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 

Potts, Samuel, Sutton, Cheshire, Provision Dealer, May 10 at 4 at offices 
of Bar clay, Exchange chambers, Macclesfield 

Powell, Edward John, Birmingham, Ironmonger. May 7 at 12 at the 
Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham 

Raddon, Henry, and not Radden, as previously advertised, Hulme, Lan- 
cashire, Hair Manufacturer. May 5 at $3 at the Commercial Ino, 
Ridgfield, John Dalton st, Manchester 

Rae, Alexander Seaton, Ely, Cambridge, Chemist. aoe S 10 at 2 at the 
Red Lion Hotel, Petty Dury, Cambridge. Kent, Norwich 

Roberts, Louisa, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Draper. May 11 at 2 at the 
County Court Office, Bangor. Owen, Pwilheli 

Rose, Valentive, Harby, Leicester, Shoe Maker, May 10 at 2 at offices 
of Barker, jun, Leicester st, Melton Mowbray 

Sang, John Frederick, Cavendish rd, St John’s wood, Architect, May 
4 at 3at offices of Pawrhilon, John st, Adelphi 

Thomas, James Henry, St Ives, Cornwall, Rope Manufacturer. May 8 
at 12 at offices of Carlyon and Paull, Traro 

Thomas, John, Salford, Lancashire, Provision Dealer, May 12 at 3 at 
offices of Gooden, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Thompson, Finlay, Queen st, Webver st, Blackfriars rd, Engineer. 
May 15 at 12at offices of Georgeand Edwards, The Wool Excoange, 
Coleman st. Wyatt and Barraud, Arthar st west, London bridge 

Tyler, Henry, Golbourne rd, Westbourne ger teed Mav 5at 
10 at the Albert Hotel, Cornwall rd, Kensington park. Morris, 
Staple inn, Holborn 

Wareham, Charies, Fareham, Hants, Builder. May 11 at 2 at offices of 
Edmonds and €o, High st, Sou:hampton. Harvey and Addison, 





ortsea 
Webb, Thomas Stammers, Gracechurch st, Colliery Proprietor. May 
10 at 2at offices of Morley and Shirreff, Palmerston buildings, Old 


Broad st 
Whatman, Maximilian, Ore, Sussex, Commission Agent. May 8 at 3 
at offices of Lewns, York buildings, Hastings. Philcox, Burwash 
Winterburn, Peter, Guiseley, York, Cloth Manufacturer. May 7at 3 
offices of Turner, East parade, Leeds 


ores 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have Jong operated as an eqneeaive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view ofa ‘nh th a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS » When 
ceanine their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
Seherata scales of charge, from which survivors mr one according 
to their means and the requirements of the case. e Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
ef the United Kingdom. A pamphiet containing full particulars may 
de obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 3 
Lancaster-place Strand, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE MAKERS. 


BY spectaL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, BC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ARR’S, 265, §T RAN D.— 
Dinners (from. the. Joirt) vegotabl &e., ls, 6d,, or with Soup 
Qe, and 2s. 6d. ay came e, & 


reeable escomp. of ii Nght win 4 of the ol 

6 t wine, an 

baew only of snv house, ry KA tein bom pe close to Danes 

aanee yes AF. yt to aii pn Aged ofold = 
Burgu at two a or you may 

a bottle fora ahilling.”—All the Year Round, June, is tees 


new Hall lately added is one of the handeomest dining-rooms ia 
Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &e., 1s. 6d, 
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PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

Drarr Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d., and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Baer Parker, 15s. 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscap Paper, 10s. ‘6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s 6d. per ream. 

Cream-Latp Nore, 3s., 45., and 5s. per ream. 

Lares CeraM-Lato Nore, 4s. 6d., 63. 6d., and 8s. pathos ream, 

Large Buve Note, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per re 

Envevorss, CREAM OB Bue, 3s. 9a., 4s. 6d., and 6s. a. per 1000. 

Tue“ Tempue”’ ENvetore, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 

FootscaP Orrictat Envewores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Parteipes & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Crvus-Hovse Nore, 9s. 6d. per 
ream. This incomparable Paper has raised up a host of beonte ny 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe tha 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, “PARTRIDGE * 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

InpenTuReE Sktvs, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 23s. per 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

=" on FoLLoweas, Ruied, 24. 1d, each, 243. perdezen, 115s, per 

1. 


Recogps on Memoriats, 84. each, 7s. 6d. per dozen. 
Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books- 


An immense stock in various biadings. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONEKS, 


ETC. 
SYMONDS ma. > 22, penta 





Every description of ike = 


Soe Bills and Answers Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 

Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 

Books Newspapers 

Pamphlets Circulars 

Reports Posters 

Rules Handbills, &e., &e. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LUNDON acd 
OUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertior of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise- 
went and file of ‘“‘ London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION, 
BAKER-STREET.—On View, vortrait Models of KING 
ALFONSO XII. and VICTOR EMMANUEL, the Duke and Duchess of 
EDINBURGH, the EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, the SHAH of PERSIA, 
Sir SAMUEL BAKER, the late Dr. LIVINGSTONE, Mr. H. M. STAN- 
LEY, Rev. H. WARD BEECHER, Sir — WOLSELEY, 
MARSHAL McMAHON, MARSHAL BAZAINE, egg oe the 
late CHARLES DICKENS, and Dr. KENEALY,. MP. Also superb 
and costly Court Dresses; the complete line of British Monarchs, 
from William the Conqueror to Queen Victoria; and over 300 on 
Models of Celebrated and Distinguished Characters. Admission, 1 
= under twelve, 6d, Extra room, 6d. Opea from 10 a.m. til 
0 p.m. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC. law Pro- 

olen. 1. New Lectare by Prof. Gardner 
and Y. 2. New Lecture by Mr. King on SPAIN. 3. 
The ISLE OF WIGHT, with New Views. 4 New and Original 
Optical, Magical, and Musical Entertainment, The MAGICIAN = 
he GENII, in whieh several wonderful illusions and will 
shown. The Entertainment has been written by Dr. Croft, and will = 
given by Mr. Seymour Smith, assisted by Herr Max Alexander. This 
week a variety of Entertainments, yy JANE CONQUEST. See 
Programme. 12.0 and 7.0. Admission | 


ROYAL OLYMPIC THE ATRE, 

Sole Lessee and Manager, Mr, Henry Neville. “@ 

nf er at 7.30, THE i, a J ORPHANS: ae. Cae 

nson, Harcourt, Sugden, laire, re enry 

Neville ; Mesdames Charles Viner, Huntley, Harcourt tor, Douglas, 

Ernstone, Hazleton, and Miss Fowler, At 7, TWENTY MINUTES 
WITH A TIGER, 








Hit 








‘ 





VAUDEVILLE THEATER, weer’ 
THIS EVENING, at 7.0, A WHIRLIGIG. At 7.45, the New 
and Original Comedy in Three Acta, entitled ouR BOYS, by Heary J. 
Fs menl Concluding with the favourite Farce, A REGULAR FIX. 
Sot by — William Farrea, David oe. Charles Warner, 
; on Alay How or Bishep, Nell Walter Cicely 
Thorne; ames rin le, Kate ie ters, 
Richards, and Sophie Larki: 


ALHAMBRA THEATRE ROYAL. 
THIS EVENING, at 7.18 THE GOOSE WITH THE GOLDEN 
RO ay RF ay 
Rouse, Terrot. Paul, and C, Reywood; Mlle. Pittert Pertalai 








Sidonie ; M, Dewinne, &e, 
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NAVING LIFE at SEA.—THE PATENT DAVIT 
ah and BOAT DETACHING COMPANY (Limited). Capital 
£50,000, in 10,000 shares of £5 each, 

DIRECTORS. 
Thomas Wright Rankin, Esq., Director of the Liverpool and London 
and Globe Insurance Company. 
Sir Angustus F. Webster, Bart, R.N., Hildon House, Broughton, Stock- 
beidge, Hants. 
James J. Rugercni, Esq., Merchant, 1, Jeffrey’s-square, St. Mary -axe, 


EC. 
Captain £. Hayward Cox, Cliftonville, Brighton, and Army and Navy 

Club, 
Robert A. Rust, Esq., St. Peter’s Lodge, Percy-cross, S.W., Managing 

Director. 
Bankers— National Provincial Bank of England, 112, Bishopsgate-street, 

E,C., and all its branches. 
Secretary—Lieut. C, W. McConachy, R.N. 
Offices --4, Queen’s-buildings, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 

The Directors of the above Company invite APPLICATIONS for a 
limited number of SHARES in the andertaking. 

Full prosectns, pamphlet of testimonials, and every information 
upon application to the Secretary at the offices of the company. 

Vide the Times, 4th November, 1474; Lloyd's List, 5th November, 
1874; the Hour, 24th November, 1874; the Navy, 18th July, 1874; the 


Empire, 15th January, 1875; Investors’ Guardian, 6th February, 1875; | 


Money Market Review, 24th Apri!, 1875, and numerous others. 

See Testimonial from Captain Hassenstein, the Commissioner specially 
deputed by the German Government to inspect and report upon the 
apparatus ; Sir James Anderson. F.R.G.S., &c.; Captain E. A. Wood, 
formerly Chief Officer of the unfortunate s.s. La Plata, and a large 
number from other eminent nautical authorities. 

Numerons Admirals, Captains, and other 0 Hcers of the Royal Navy 


heav inspected and unanimously approved of the apparatus. 
< esti AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833,—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE. LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Baaxcucs in Edinburch, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus: 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance dvesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the folowing terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 


BItts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 


Sates anp Puacnasts effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other description of banking business and moncy agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


E5o-° PERATIVE CREDIT BANK, 
MANSION HOUSE CHAMBERS, 
12, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 








First Issue of Capital: £500,000 in subscriptions of £1 and upwards, 
Interest in lieu of dividend 18 per cent. per annum, paid monthly, 
Current accounts opened, and 5 percent. interest allowed on the 
Minimum Monthly Balances. 

CHEQUE BOOKS SUPPLIED. 

The Bank grants Credits and issues Circular Notes for the Continent 
and America, and transacts every description of sound financial 

business. 
For particulars apply to R. B. OAKLEY, Manager. 
NAS COMPANIES’ AUDITS and ACCOUNTS. 
—SPECIAL DEPART MENT.—Messrs. BROWNE, STANLEY, 

& CO. beg to inform their Clients and Friends that they have added 

this speciality to their general business of Pablic Accountants and 

Anditors. The Department will be under the management of Mr. W. 

MONRO PLATT, who for thirteen years held the appointment of 

Secretary and Accountant to the West London Junction Gas Light 

Company (Limited).—T erms on application at Messrs. Baownr, Stan- 

Ler, & Co,’s Offices, 25, Old Jewry, London. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and execated. No charge for sketches, Com- 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Kegistration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet~ 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serieants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to £1,400,000 
sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith’s-build. 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemperton, Esq. (Lee, Pemberton, & Reeves), 
Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors invite attention to the uew form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 


FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


OVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE, 
48, ST. JAMES’S-STREET, LONDON, 8.W. 





Directors. 
Chairman—Sir James CarMicHact, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Joun AsuBurner, Esq., M.D. 

Liestenant-Colonel Bataurst. CuagLrs WILL. Rernotps, Esq. 
JoHN GARDINER, Esq. Sir J, E. Earpiey-W 1Lmor, Bart. 

This Office makes ADVANCES on Real, and, to a limited extent, on 
Personal Security ; it presents the following advantages :— 

The Security of a large Accumulated Fand. 

sfoderate rates for all ages, climates, and circumstances connected 


with Life Assurance. 
HENRY D. DAVENPORT, Secretary. 
EVERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS, 
THESE PROPERTIES ARE PURCHASED, OR LOANS 
GRANTED UPON THE SECURITY OF THEM, 
BY 
THE SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 

Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Office~—69, KING WILLIAM-STREET, E.C. 
Manager—T. B, SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 

Solicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HART, 
37, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Income, £277,700. Assets, £2,104,000, 

Every description of Life Insurancebutiness transacted. 

The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 


ey SOLICITORS. — An Estate Agent, having 

Offices in a most central position in the S.W. district, wishes to 
Let one on the grounil floor, and believes that there is a remunerative 
practice for any gentleman willing to give advice to tradesmen, &e., of 
an evening especially.—Address Q. Z. 86, Messrs, Deacons, Leadenhall- 
street. 











FREEHOLD LAND, BROADSTAIRS, ISLE OF THANET, KENT.— 
ve Site for Seaside Mansion cr Houses. 

R. BEAL is directed to SELL by AUCTION, 

at the WHITE HART HOTEL, MARGATE, on WEDNES- 

DAY, 5th MAY, at TWO o’clock precisely, a PIECE of FREEHOLD 

LAND, containing 3a. Or. 20p., between the Kingsga'e-road and the 

sea, enclosed by substartial boundary walls, with carriage entrance 

and elegant lodge, It was intended to erect a residence on the site 

but the intention is abandoned by the owner; much preparatory work 
has been done in laying out the grounds. 

Plans and particulars may be had at the hotel ; of 

Messrs. QUILTER & HARDCASTLE, Architect 


n tale. 





ts, 10, Br 
square ; of 4 
ee. CAN Ee, CLARK, & SMITH, 40, Craven-street, 
Strand ; 
and of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street, S.W. 





HAMPSTEAD, MIDDLESEX. 
Valuable Copyhold Property, comprising four private residences, copy 
hold of the Manor of Hampstead, but under greatly reduced fines as 
compared with the usual customs. 


7 . 4 
ESSRS, DENT & SON are instructed to SELL 
by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., the fol- 
lowing PROPERTY, on TUESDAY, the 4th of MAY, 1875, at ONE for 
TWO o'clock, in one Lot, viz. :—Nos. 50 and 51, on the south side of 
Downshire-bill, and two houses adjoining, knowa as Winsbro’ House 
and Laurel Cottage, facing the main road to Hampstead. The whole 
let on lease until Michaelmas, 1875, at a ground rent of £38 per annam, 
but at the expiration thereof the purchaser will be entitled to the 
property at the full rack rental value, now amounting to £224 per 
annum or thereabouts, Under this sale the purchaser will pay a fine to 
the lord of the manor of about £76 5s,, exclusive of steward’s feos. 
The frontage to the main road is about 45 feet by a depth of about 326 
feet to Downshie-hill. May be viewed one week before the sale by 
leave of the tenants from 1 to 3 o'clock. 

Particulars and conditions may be had on the premises; at tho 
place of unto at the Estate Exchange; at the George Inn, near the 
property ; 

Mesers, POWNALL, SON, CROSS, & KNOTT, 9, Staple-inu, 
Holborn; and of 

Messrs. DENT & SON, Surveyors and Aucsioneers, 35, Great 
James-street, Bedford-row. 





